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The drill grounds in this camp were sufficient to train the Eighty
secon(] Division, and the splendid record of this division in Europe is 
1·casonable proof that they were well drilled. 

· I am confident Army experts will sustain my view that the only addi-
tional land required is the target range. · 

Senator SHEPPARD. How long have you had this camp, Senntor SMITH? 
Senator SMITH. It was built at the first of the war. 
Senator SHEPPARD . .At Camp t:ordon? 
Senator SMITH. Yes. Before you came In I stated Gen. Wood, in the 

winter of 1915-16, was the commander of the Southeastern Division, 
and I think he made a formal report on the subject. He told me be 
intended to recommend the establishment at Gordon of a divisional camp 
as a part of the permanent distribution of troops in time of peace, it 
being the best point between the Potomac and the l\lississ1ppi Rivers for 
such purpose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New York. 

The motion wa agreed to ; and the Vice Pre. ident appointed 
Mr. 'VADSWORTH, Mr. SPENCER, 1\fr. LENJWOT, 1\fr. CHAMBERLAIN, 
and l\1r. SHEPPARD conferees upon the part of the Senate. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to ; and (at 4 o'clock and G5 minutes 

p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, February 
17, 1920, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

~IoNDAY, February 16, 19~0. 

The Hou. e met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the follow

ing prayer: 
0 Thou Great Jehovah, imminent in all the works Thou hast 

wro~ght, attested, in the light of the farthest star that illu
mines space; in the tiniest flower · that blooms on the lonely 
mountain top: in the most forlorn heart inspired to action. 

The worlu is passing through a trial of greatest magnitude 
anu we call upon Thee for faith, hope, love to guide us, potent 
factors in the affairs of men, that truth, liberty, justice, mercy, 
love, may prevail. In the spirit of the Master. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, February 14, 1920, 
was read an<l approved. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con
sent for indefinite leave of absence for my colleague, Mr. FoRD
NEY, on account of illness in his family. 

The SPE ... lliER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

SALE OF GERMAN SHIPS-REFERENCE OF PETITIONS. 

Mr. WALSH. l\Ir. Speaker, I ask that certain petitions 
which are being filed opposing the sale of former German ships, 
and which have been referred to the select committee to in
vestigate the Shipping Board, be hereafter referred to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. It seems 
to me that that is the proper committee to which they should 
go, as it has legislative jurisdiction, a thing that the select 
committee does not have. These petitions involve a .matter 
which might possibly require legislation, and while the select 
committee is investigating certain phases of the ·matter which 
is the subject of the petitions, I am sure that the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, presided over by my 
colleague [Mr. GREEI'."E], is the proper committee to take cog
nizance of these matters. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a 
question? Why not have those already sent to the select 
committee sent to the Committee _on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, so that that committee will haYe them all in 
.~Jne place? 

'.r\lr. WALSH. If this reference is made, it is my intention. 
then to ask a tereference of those that have already been 
referred to the select committee to the Committee on the l\fer

, chant Marine and Fisheries. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that he will follow 

the suggestion of the gentleman from Massachusetts and in the 
future will so refer such petitions. 

Mr. ':V ALSH. Then I ask unanimous consent that certain 
petitions oppo ing the sale of these German ships which have 
been already referred to the committee to investigate the 
Shipping Board be rereferred to the Committee on the Mer
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 
Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, is 

it not the practice to have all of these petitions 1·eferred under 

the guidance of the Speaker, so that the Speaker may refer 
them to · the committee he thinks proper? 

The SPEAKER. That is correct, and the ~ Speaker, umler 
that practice, has referred some of them to the committee on 
inYestigation, but the chairm'an . of that committee luwing 
suggested that he thinks they hould go to the other com
mittee, the Speaker in the future will refer them to the Com
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fi heries. 

Mr. MA....~N of Illinois. 1\Ir. Speaker, I take it that mH.let; 
the rule the l\1ember filing the petition makes the referen e. 

1\fr. \VALSH. The 1\Iernber. usually does. 
The SPEAKER. These are petitions which are usually re

fen·ed by the l\Iember himself. 
1\lr. GARD. They may be sent, I su~pect, where they :ue 

directeu by the introducer of the petition. 
The SPEAKER. When they are filed without any refer

ence, then the Speaker, through the Clerk, refers them. With
out objection, the request of the gentleman from :Massachusetts 
will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 
l.llPJ.O:\B.TIC A:'\D CONSCLAR APPROPRllTION BILL. 

l\Ir. PORTER. 1\Ir. Speaker, I a ·k unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker's table the bill H. n. 11960, the Diplomatic 
and Consular appropriation bill, with Senate amendments 
thereto, disagree to the Senate amendments, and a 0 Tee to the 
conference asked by the Senate. 

The ~PE.lliER. The gentleman from Penn ylYania a ·.ks 
unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's table the Diplo
matic and .Consular appropriation bill, with Senate amendments, 
disagree to all of the Senate amendments, and agree to the con
ference asked by the Senate. Is there objection? 

1\lr. BLANTON. 1\fr. Speaker, reserYing the right to object, 
I desire some information, if pos. ible. It has been reported 
through the press that the President, through proper order, has 
made proYision for entering into the United States of Mexican 
labor without passport fees or payment of the head tax to meet 
the agricultural emergency in Texas and possibly in some of the 
other State . I want to know whether that is an order that 
has any uefiniteness to it and upon which the people may de
pend. There is a great scarcity of labor in the State of Texas 
ju t now, and it is almost impossible for farmers and stockmen 
to get help of any kind, within apy reasonable limit, both as to 
the required number of employees and wages demanded, and 
they \\Oulu like to know what they may depend· upon in the 
future. If the gentleman can giYe us any light on that subject, 
I would be glad to have it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Wa hington. M:r. Speaker, if the gentle
man from· Penn. ylvania will permit, I think this statement will 
answer the gentleman from Texas. The Secretary of Labor on 
February 12 iri a very short order continued the regulations as 
they exjsted on January 1, 1920, lifting certain provisions of 
the law with regard to pa. sports, head tax, and illiteracy with 
re~pect to laborers from contiguous territory coming into the 
border States and into Florida. The Secretary finds his au
thority under a certain provision which is found in the last part 
of . ection 3 of the present immigration laws. 

Mr. BLAJ.'[TOX And that is to last how long? . 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Until further notice-throu"'h 

this crop season, I imagine. 
Mr. SNELL. l\Ir. Speaker, will the gentleman tell me 

whether that applies to Canada? 
Mr. JOHNSON of ·washington. It does. The order is as 

follows: 
DEPJ.RT:llENT OF LABOR, 

OFFICE OF THE SECRET.AHl", 
lVa.sltingtoll, February 12, 19211. 

To the Co:\nliSRIOXER GENEu.u, OF l.\DIIGRATION: 

Pending action by Congre s on proposed legislation in re admis ·ion 
of laborers for agricultural pm·suits to meet conditions uch as are 
claimed to exist in States on the northern and southern borders and m 
the State of l!'lorida, you are bere!ly directed, until further instructed, 
to put in force in States on said borders and i.n the State of Florida the 
regulations existing Ja.nuru·y 1, 19:!0, relating to the admission of labor
ers in States on the southern border and in Florida. 

W. B. WILSOX, Se~1·etary. 

l\lr. BL~li~TON. Would not a proclamation of peace de:troy 
that order? 

l\lr. JOHNSON of Washington. I think not. The order is 
i sued on account of other than a war emergency. 

.1\lr. BLANTON. The gentleman from l\1assachu · etts wants to 
know what this committee has to do with it. This particular bill 
has to do with passports, and said order would exempt 1\Iexican 
laborers from paying -the $10 per head, which means much to 
our Texas people. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Vv.,.a hington. No; it has nothing to do 
,...-ith that. · The iinmigration law provides tbat the Secretary of 
Labor under certain conditions may remove these re"strictions. 

\ 



1920. .CONGRESSIONAL R-EOORD-IIOUSE. 

Mr. BLANTON. And :we may expect that -order to last : 
through the present crop year. That is what our 'Texas people 
want. 

l\1r. JOHNSON ofWa.sbington. Yes. There isnothin_gin'fhis 
bill that affects ·that. · 

'The SPEAKER. 'Is there objection :to the request ·of ithe ·gen
tleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. 1\fONDELL. 1\lr. Speaker, Teserving the right rto object, 
there are some Senate ·amendments •On ·this tbiU that~ •think ·are 
not ent:i:J!ely in harmony with the view the Hause nas in ·respect 
to the matters affected. I feel confident -that the •conferees will 
give consideration to the views of the House dn ·connection ·with 
those matters, ·and my own hope is tha:t some •Of these amend
ments will not be agreed to. 

ff1he 'SPEAKER. Is there objection'? 
Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Spealrer, reserving the right lio •Object, I 

wish to call the attention of the .House to the fact rthat ·a certain 
amendment in the bill ·provided far .a charge ·of -$10 a .head for · 
passports to those desiring to leave the United States, which, 
it is said, will raise quite ·a 'large -sum of money. .At -the -same . 
time the Senate inserted amendments increasing the amount of . 
appropriations $700,000, and I ;would like to ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs whether it is ;the intention 
of the conferees to permit this $700,000 to remain in the bill on 
the theory .that the il'evenue -received from the pas~ort clause 
will meet these aoditional 'expenditures? 

1\Ir. PORTER. 1\Ir. Speaker, it is the purpose -of the conferees 
to carry out the intention of the House as expressed · in. the 
House bill and oppose any increase-

:1\Ir. GARNER. If the gentleman will permit, doeB the amend
ment referred to by the gentleman from Illinois provide .that 
the moneys collected for the passports shall · be turned into the 
Treasury or shall be kept by the State Department for .expendi
ture? 

Mr. PORTER. The money is paid directly into the Treasury. 
Mr. GARNER. Then the question as to there being a profit 

from that to the State Department would .not be taken into con
sideration? 

l\1r . .MADDEN. No; the only quesfion is whether or not the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs oftheHouse would feel .that,inas
mucb as the ·revenue was to be derived from tha:t source, they 
would be more liberal in the matter of a,pproptlations, and that 
is one of the things to which I am opposed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The Chair ·appoints the following ·cenferees: 
Mr. PORTER, Mr. ROGERS, and Mr. FLOOD. 

r ·know lt IS not intentional on the ·part of ex-President Taft. 
He llas ·drawn .a conclusion ·based 11pon that. I was going to 
cumpare it to-day,--and "I would not want it to go into the RECORD 
and be circulated if it is a misstatement of fact. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I submit the article for what it is worth. 
Of course, the gentleman would ·ha;ve ·opportunity, perhaps, later 
to corre<~t any misapprehension. 

Mr. WINGO. =I:f w.e shoUld undertake to refute all the mis· 
statements of lealling "Republicans, public business would be im
peded i11uefinitely, and Tor Jthat ;rea=son lJ shall ·object 'for the 
present. 

MT. ·ANDREWS .Df Nelmaska. Ml:. Speaker, "I Tenew my 
request to extend my remarks in -the RECORD ~Y ;ptinting an ad
,(lress ·of my own ·On .A.braham LincOln. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from NebraSka asks Ullani
mous •.cepsent· to iextend his ;remarks in The ItEco:nD by 'printing 
an address delivered tby .him ,on Abraham Lincoln. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. WALSH. Well, Mr. Speaker--
Mr. ·GA.RD. Mr. Speaker, is this the same address the gentle

man .from Indiana .objected ±o -the other day.? 
U\:11:. ANDREWS cif N.ebrash.--a. Yes, sir. 
J.\fT. ilA.Rr>. I understand the gentleman -delivered it before 

:some ·organization of the Grand .Army of the Re__pUhlic? 
Mr. A..t.'IDREWS of .Nebraska. I delivered it betore the Grand 

Army of the Republic last Friday evening. 
1.\Ir. WINGO. I hope my .fr~end will not object. 
The SPEAKER. Is .there .objection? :[After a pause.] 'The 

:Chair .hears none. 
Mr. HUDDLESTON. :M:I;. Speaker, -:I ·ask unanimous consent 

to ·extend my remarks in the ·REcoRD on .the Davey l>lll. 
·The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks rnnani

mous consent to extend his remarks in the "REcoJID on the Davey 
bill. Is there objection? [.After .a pause,] The Chair hears 
nooa . 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado . . Mr . . SpeakeJ:, 1: asked unanimous 
-eonsent, when the gentleman .from Illinois [Mr. CUaNN] was in 
the ·chair last -Satmday, to extend in the REcORD some telegrams 
:fnom some cattlemen ·in :my home·county on -the Agricultural bill. 
Some of those .telegrams I did not .get until yesterday, and I 
should .like to ask permission to insert them -in the REcoRD now. 

The .SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. WALSH. 'lrhe.gentleman from Go.lorado JMr. TAYLUR] got 

nnanimous consent to extend ·his r.emarks by illserting a tele
gram, as I understand it, which he then had. · Now, 11ndoubtedl~, 
the .balance ,of these telegrams will probably be simply ·cumnla-

EXTENSION OF REMARKS. .tive and to the same eff.eot. I ·do .not think .at this late ,date we 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. SpeakeJ:, I ask unanimous consent ought to fill up the REcoRD ·with them. 

to extend my remarks in .the REcoRD by printing ~an aTticle by ·Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado . . They tare from some half dozen 
former President 'Ta:ft which appears in the .papers ·this morning =stockmen's associations, who urge the Committee on Agriculture 
relative to the .powers and duties of Cabinet .offi.cers. to .come there and examine the fact-s. ':Chey ask to have a .hear-

'The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 'ing. The telegrams are not extensive at all. They .set forth their 
consent to extend his remarks in -the RECORD by .inserting an conditions and the reasons why there should be '110 increase in 
article by ex .:President Taft appearing ·in the morning papers. rthe charge :for grazing cattle ·on the forest reserves. The tele
Is there objection? grams .are to me from the most prominent stockmen i:n the .State, 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right .to .object, I whom I have know.n for many years, ,and I .rfeel that the Bouse 
_ want to direct the attention of the gentleman from Massachusetts should have the benefit of their judgment. 

[l\1r. WALSH] to this request. Mr. Taft is quite prolific with his 
articles, as we all observe, in the moru~ng newspapers. Now, 1 Mr. WALSH. It :is dangerous to put telegrams :in the RECORD 
think it should be -understood that where one of 'the articles of inviting committees to "Vi.sit--
1\fr. Taft 'tickles the fancy of some one on this side; and which Mr. MADDEN. Mr. ;Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
probably takes a lick at somebody on that side, · that ne should did :I understand •the :gentleman j!rom Colorado ·to say •that these 
be •permitted to put it in the RECORD, and .I merely cau ·the atten- telegrams .he-wishes to iPUt in 'the REcoRD ru·e telegrams that the 
tion of the gentleman to it a:t this time so that there will be no 'J)eople in Oolorado .notified hlm they were going to ·send? 
controversy in the future in reference ·to printing these .. articles Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Yes, sir. 
in the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD. Mr. MADDEN. How did :they notify ·him? ,By man? 

1\IT. KITCHIN. I desire to -call the attention of the House to Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. T.hey wired me, and then caned 
the fact that print paper is very scarce, and 'it -costs a Lot to print, the Stockmen's meeting, and ·did •not get ru·ound to ·sending them 
and if they are going to print ·an of ~x-President Taft's letters it until .after the ·bill had passed. 'I feel that they ·contain in-forma
will cause a ver.y ·much larger -shortage in •print paper . . tion the House and especially :tlle Agricultural Committee ougbt 
[Laughter.] to have. 

lHr. LONGWORTH . .I will say to ·my .friend 'there seems"to be Mr. WALSH. What information ean tthe Rouse ·get from 
some serious difference of opinion in cer.ta.in quarters as to these now, the bill having passed with the 'Vei;y ·amendment in 
the ·rights and duties of Cabinet officers. there that most of them were in:terested ln? 

Mr. KITCHIN. 1 do not think there is much difference of . Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. They want the House to know the 
opinion ; ·if that is all, I would object-- · ·conditions, and they want i:he committee to come there and in-

Mr. LONGWORTH. [t is for the illumination of the gentle- vestigate and hold a hearing. 'They present the matter -very 
man and the other Members of the Eous.e and for ·the 1nforma- 'fairly, and 1 really feel ,that the telegrams ought to go in the 
tion of the country. RECORD. They are not ·lengthy at all and the ·question of graz-
. Mr. WINGO. l\Ir. ·Speaker, reserving the _Tight i:o object. 'I · 'ing fees and the attempt to ·commercialize the grazing on the 

·want to call the attentioo of the gentleman from Ohio to the ·ract forest ·reserves is not ·settled 1by the passage of that bill. The 
that. I read this article very hurriedly and there is one statement : cattlemen h-ave got a ;right io be ·heard now or some time ·before 
in there "that snows that the ex-President evidently read the the rights are ad-versely affected. 
corresponoence ·between the Pre~dent and the 'Secretary of : The 'SPEAKEJR. Is there objection? 
State very hurriedly, because there is a misstatement of fact. Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

' 
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1\lr. BLANTON. l\fr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to in
sert iD the RECORD two articles by 1\fr. Taft indorsing the League 
of Nations and asking the Republicans in t:tie' Senate ·to agree 
upon the treaty. 

Mr. " ' INGO. 1\Ir. Speaker, I obje~t. 

U N ANDIOUS-CONSENT CALENDAR. 

.The SPEAKER. To-day the ·Unanimous Consent Calendar is 
in order, and the Clerk will report the first bill. 

' LEAVE OF ABSENCE TO OFFICERS OF THE COAST GUARD. -

The first business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was 
the bill ( S. ~ 3202) granting leave of absence to officers of the 
Coast Guard, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bm? 

Mr. WALSH. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask that the bill be reported. 
Mr. GARD. Reserving the right to object--
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk reau as follows : 
Be 1't enacted, etc. , That the President of the Unftetl States be, and he 

is hereby, authorizeu to grant leave of absence without pay to such officer 
ot· officers of the United States Coast Guard as he may deem advisable, 
and t o permit him or them to accept employment with the Venezuelan 
Government with such compensation ::md emolume1;1ts. as may be agreed 
upon between the Venezuelan Government and uch officer or officers 
thus granted lea ve of absence. 

The SPEAKER I . there objection to the prese~t considera-
tion of the bill? · 

1\fr. GA.RD: 1\fr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, the 
report on tbis bill is not very extensive. ' I was wondering 
whether the gentleman had supplemented it with any additional 
report; and if not, if he will advise us more particularly con
cerning the bill than appears in the small report as to ... what 
the bill is intendetl to do? 

l\lr. DALE .• Mr. Speaker, I would say to the gentleman from 
Ohio that I have not supplemented it with any report. I will 
be glad to state what I know about the facts. 

About a year ago the Venezuelan Government a ·keu their 
minister here in 'Veshington to see if be could obtain from our 
Coast Guard an officer, and have him sent to the Venezuelan 'Gov
ernment to act in the capacity of architectural director in the 
national navy yard at Puerto Cabello, and arrangements were 
made with the Na\y Department, under which at that time the 
Coast Guard was being operated, it having been transfened 
from the Treasury Department to the Navy Department during 
the war, and· an officer from the Coast Guard wa detailed to 
go there. But they discovered there was no authority under 
which he coulu be transferred; that he would ha\e to resign. 
.i\-ow, the Coast Guard officials were \ery anxious to keep this 
man in the sen·ice and keep all the men in the ser\ice that 
they had-these officers particularly. They did not want them 
to resign, and the request ca.me from the Coast Guard itself 
to obtain authority under which they could allow one of these 

·officers, or two of them, as the case might be, to be transferred 
to the Venezuelan Go\ernment, without pay, and transfer:;:-ed 
under leave of absence, so that at the end of their period of 
senice of a few months or a year or so they might come back 
into the Coast Guard Service of our Government. 

Now, this matter was submitted to the State Department, and 
the State Department recommended it. They recommended it 
because of some reasons that perhaps it might not be public 
policy to state here on the floor, but they thought if the .Vene
zuelan Government wanted our officers there it might have a 
good influence over that Government and Governments in that 
locality to have one of them there. Not only tbat, but they 
thought it might be ben~ficial to both Goyernments"if .the .Vene
zuelan Government could have the advantage of our system ·of 
conducting affairs in our Coast Guard. 

Mr. GARD. Do I understand that one officer had already 
been detailed by the Navy Department and had ~ven service 
to the Venezuelan Government in his capacity? 

Mr. DALE. No, sir. He had not gone to the Venezuelan 
Government. Arrangements had been made for the transfer of 
this officer from our Coast Guard to the Venezuelan Govern
ment, but he did. not go, because they discoYered there was no· 
authority under which it could be done. 

:llr. GA.RD. How many officers is it contemplated to send 
down there? 

Mr. DALE. At the present time it is contemplated to send 
only one officer; pos il:Jle a little later two; but only one or two. 
· 1\lr. GARD. It seems there is some difficulty in keeping the 
best men under the naval appropriations now in the service. I 
·had the i<lea · that possibly this bill might be a little· broad, 
inasmuch as it authorizes leave of absence to an . officer or 
officers of the Con._ t · Guard, placing it in the discretion ·of the 

President, possibly, to send more than should be sent, it rest
ing in the discretion of some one. 

Mr: DALE . . I may be mist3.ken ahout thi , but it is my im
pre~sion that these om-cers are pot ~der the Navy -Department 
at all. They are under the 'l'reasury Department . 
. · Mr. ·A.ND_REWS of: Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yielu at that point? 

Mr. DALE. ·· I · yield to _the gentleman from Nebraska. 
Mr. AND:J;lEW.S. of ·Nebraska. 1\Ir. Speaker, dudng the war 

time the C()ast Guard w_as transferred to the ·Navy Department 
and acted under the orders of that ·department. At the con
clusion of military operations the officers of the Con. t Guar<l 
were return~<l to the Treasury Department and are perma
nent officers of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. GA.RD. In that event they are now un<ler the Trea ·ury 
Departrnei!t? 

l\Ir. A.NDRI<~WS of Nebraska. Yes; they arc now, an oruer 
having been is,_ued for their return ince the ~igning of the 
armistice. 

1\lr. ' HICKS. Mr. Sp~aker, "·ill the gentleman yiel(l for a 
que tion? 

Mr. DALE. I yield to the gentleman from K w York. 
1\lr. HICK~. Will this office1· who goes down to Ven~zuela 

have to swear allegiance to the Venezuelan Go\ernruen t ? 
l\lr. DALE. · No; not at alL They go there under 1ea\e of 

absence. They draw rio pay from this GoYernment. They are 
paid by the Venezuelan Government. At the end of tlleil· 
'service in Venezuela they come back here. 

1\Ir. HICKS. Is the arrangement contemplate<} , ·omewhat 
. ·imilar to the arrangement now in vogue . ill regard to our 
marines i1~ the island of Haiti? As the gentlf'man k"llO\YS, we 
ha\e marmes there who are a part of the gendarmery of 
-Haiti, \Yho are receiving pay from the United States Govern
ment and in addition are get ... ing a stipend from the Haitian 
GoYernment. 'l'bey are, for all practical 11urpo es, Haitia:1 
troops. -
· l\lr. DALE. No; I understand the marine · are acting in 
Haiti as station marines while they are there, and they nre 
acting under a treaty. The matter was ·adju ·ted, as I under
stand it, by a treaty between this Go\ernment an(l the GoY
ernment of Haiti. 

1\fr. HICKS"" Will this officer detaileu to Yeueznela be a Yene- . 
zuelan officer while on l~aYe? · 

1\Ir. YAILE. · Mr. Speakt=r, will the gentleman yiel<l? 
:Mr. DALE. Ye . . 
Mr. VAILE. I think he is simply under contract with the 

Yenezuelan Go\ernment, as a civil employee would be. 'Ve do 
not think he should be required to lose his place and rank in 
the service of tlle United States when he return . 

l\lr. HICKS. He would not be a Venezuelan officer? 
Mr. DALE. I understand not. I -am Yery sure he ~imply goe. · 

a an instructor. 
Mr. AJ."o..J)REWS of ~ebraska. l\Ir. Speaker, will the gentleman 

yield again? 
Mr. DALE. I yield. 
Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. These men in the Coast Guaru 

Service now are the men who formerly constituted the H.en~nue-
Cutter Service- · · -

Mr. HICKS. An<l the Life-Saving Service. 
Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. The Revenue-Cutter Ser\ice 

was a separate branch by itself. The Life-Saving Service was 
another special branch by itself. Those two divisions in the 
Treasury were consolidated under the title " Coast Guard Serv
ice." ~ow, these men who go are· the men who belong to what 
we formerly designated as the Revenue-Cutter Service, and that 
service was the police force for the collection of cu toms <luties 
as we all understand it. · 

1\fr. DALE. The gentleman from Ohio [:Mr. GARDJ a.·ked me 
some other que tion, I think, a while ago. 

Mr. GARD. · No; I did ' not ask any particular question. I 
asked to be enlightened concerning the report, and th gentleman 
has given information y;.·hich has satisfied me. 

1\Ir. DALE. I did not want to ignore the question. I would 
say that in discussing this matter with the Treasury Department 
the Treasury DepartJ;nent referred to the shortage of officers, 
_to which the gentleman from Ohio has just made reference, and 
!Said they· were very anxious for a bill of this kind to pass, be .. 
cause they thought it would prevent the resignation of these 
officers. They feared that the officers, if they were not given 
leave of absence und'er which . they could ·take ·on this 'service 
temporarily, might be induced to leave the service. The induce
ment would be large ' enohgh fr~)ln the Venezuelan Government 
t<? 'warrant their resigning from the service of our GoYernment. 
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Mr. GARD. Would the gentleman be 'ruling to accept as an 

amenument the insertion of the word "civil" in line 7, so-that 
it would appear that they were accepting civil employment? 

Mr. DALE. I think it would be civil employment. I have 
the impression that the insertion of the word "civil" would do 
no harm. 

Mr. GARD. I suggest that because of the inquiry of the 
gentleman from New York [l\fr. HrcKs] as affecting the status 
of these -men if they leave the United States service to go 
into the service of Venezuela as officers of the navy, because 
that is practically what it amounts to. ·what is their inter
national status? 

Mr. DALE. Well, in their request for this officer they ask 
for an engineer of experience · to accept an appointment in 
their navy yard at Puerto Cabello. Now, if they ask for an 
engineE>r to accept an appointment in the ·navy yard, I will 
say frankly to the gentleman from Ohio I do not know whether 
the woru "civil" would be fatal to their object or not, but if 
not I have no objection to it. · 

Mr. GARD. My question was based on the inquiry of the 
gentleman from New York as to what would be the status of an 
American officer detailed to the Venezuelan Government and 
serving as an officer of the Venezuelan Np.vy in the navy yard. 

Mr. DALE. I do not know whether it would be similar to· 
the marines or not. I know that the marines are in the 
Haitian service, and they wear the Haitian uniform. 

Mr. l\IANN of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DALE. Certainly. 
Mr. MANN of Illinois. The Coast Guard Service has control 

over what is really the Life-Saving Service and the Revenue
Cutter Service, I take it, and that is what I want to ask about. 
This man would be employed to help install or instruct in refer
ence to the life-saving service, or probably the construction ·of 
small vessels used in the revenue service or coast-guard service 
of Venezuela. Is not that the purpose? 

Mr. DALE. The gentleman from Illinois bas stated the 
purpose for which these men are asked to go to Venezuela 
almost exactly as the request was maue. 

Mr. MANN of Illinois. They want an expert? 
Mr. DALE. Yes. 
Mr. l\1ANN of Illinois. We have plenty of experts? 
Mr. DALE. Yes. 
Mr. MANN of Illinois. They want to borrow an expert for 

use in the~l' coast-guard and life-saving service? 
Mr. DALE. Yes. 
Mr. ~IANN of Illinois. I do not see why we should object 

to that. 
'l'he SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. W.nsn). Is there objec-

tion? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 
'J;he bill was read, as follows: 
JJe it e1wctea, etc., That the President of the United States be, and 

hP. is hereby, authorized to grant leave of absence, without pay, to such 
officer or officers of the United States Coast Guard as he may deem 
advisable, and to permit him or them to accept employment with the 
Venezuelan Government with such compensation and emoluments as 
may be agreed upon between the Venezuelan Government and such officer 
or officers thus granted leave of absence. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time and passed. 
· On motion of Mr. DALE, a motion to reconsider the yote by 

which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
FLATHEAD INDIAN ALLOTMENTS. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill ( S. 2454) for the relief of certain members of the 
Flathead Nation of Indians, and for other purposes. 

The Clerl{ read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
1\Ir. MANN of Dlinois. Reserving the right to object, I should 

like to hear from the gentleman in charge of the bill. 
As I understand thjs bill it is proposed to allot to the Flathead 

Indian children, who have not heretofore received allotments, 
proportionate allotments in accordance with those that have 
already been made, and that 40 acres of each al1otment shall be 
inalienable. 

Mr. EVANS of Montana. That is correct, Mr. Speaker. 
1\fr. MANN of Illinois. · Just for information, knowing that 

this has been the custom in the past, what will happen when the 
land runs out and more children are born after that? 

1\fr. EVANS of Montana. There will be no further aHotments 
made. 

1\Ir. MANN of Illinois. 'Vell, I do not know. I think tbere 
have been some cases where in that event we were asked to buy 
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Ianu to make allotments or to furnish money compensation for 
lack of land. I believe this has been the practice for years. I 
never could see much justice in it, I am frank to say that. That 
is what it does, as I understand. 

Mr. EVAN'S of Montana. That is wbat it does; yes. 
1\Ir. 1\fANN of Illinois. Is this character of legislation princi

pally designed to benefit the childrett who were brought into the 
world after the original allofment or to encourage the parents 
to have more children? 

1\fr. EVANS of Montana. 1\Ir. Speaker, I can not answer the 
gentleman's question. 

1\Ir. HASTINGS. If the gentleman will permit, this legisla
tion is i'eally in effect to move up the date of the making up of 
the roll, in order to take care of some after-born children. 
This is a Senate bill, but the representation made before the 
House Indian Committee was that there is plenty of lanu to 
take care of these children. If the land is not allotted to these 
children, there is some provision whereby it may be sold to 
settlers, and the department is very desirous of having these 
later-born Indian children take allotments before the lands 
are sold. 

Mr. M.ANN of Illinois. Now, as a matter of fact, where 
allotments have been to all of the Indians, including all the 
minors up to a certain date, the balance of the land belongs 
to the whole tribe, and if a sale of land is made it is for the 
benefit of the tribe. Then when we biing the allotment down 
to date we take the land away from those who do not have 
more children and practically give it to those who haYe large 
families of children. 

Mr. HASTINGS. A'l1 ·wering the gentleman, of course the 
date as of which the roll was made up was an arbitrary date. 
Congress could have fixed any other date. If this change is 
made it will be because Congress believes that instead of fix
ing the former date the time ought to be moved up to the 
present date. The amount that would be received for this 
land if sold would be inconsiderable. If the land is allotted 
to the children, it goes to the various families anyhow, and I 
understand from the representations made to the department 
and by them to the committee that this is in the interest of 
the Indians, that the Indians want it, and that there is no 
protest from them. I understand also from representations 
made by members of the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs 
that it is very desirable that this legislation should be enacted. 

Mr. l\1ANN of Illinois. I remember how ardently my distin
guished friend from Oklahoma the other day spoke in favor 
of the proposition to remove all restrictions from Indians--

1\Ir. HASTINGS. No. 
Mr. MANN of Illinois. Whenever they become competent. 
Mr. HASTINGS. With that condition; yes. 
Mr. MANN of illinois. I usually state a thing fairly ac

curately when I get through. But here is a propo.sition which 
keeps the restrictions on, no matter ho_w competent the Indian 
may become. 

1\Ir. HASTINGS. Yes; but the gentleman from Illinois win 
also remember that in the last Indian appropriation bill we· 
provided for three competency. commissions. The purpose is 
to have these competency commissions go among the various 
Indian tribes, including this tribe, and to release the competent 
Indians in all the tribes. 

Mr. MANN of Illinois. It will not release them in this cru e, 
because here is a provision in this bill, proposed by way of 
amendment, that 40 acres shall remain inalienable during the 
lifetime of the allottee. It does not make any difference how 
competent he may be, he can not sell the property, mortgage it, 
or otherwise dispose of it during his life. What does m dis
tinguished friend from Oklahoma say about that aftet· llis 
ardent speech of the other day? 

Mr. HASTINGS. I believe if any Indian is declare(] by a 
competency commission to be competent, and that is approverl 
by the Secretary of the Interior, that Indian ought to be placetl 
upon a plane with the white man. The gentleman asks me a 
question, and I make that frank answer. 

1\Ir. MANN of Illinois. What does the gentleman say, then, 
to this proposed amendment that 40 acres shall remain inalien
able and nontaxable . during the lifetime of the allottee? That 
will mean in some cases 70 or 80 years from now. 

Mr. CARTER. If tbe gentleman will permit a suggestion 
from me, I will say that that amendment ought to be cllanged 
so that the allottee would not have to come to Congress' to get 
his restrictions removed, but it ought to be left with the Secre
tary of the Inte1·ior rather than with Congress to determine, 
because that is an administrative matter. 

Mr. MANN of Illinois. The gentleman from Oklahoma [1\Ir. 
CARTER], then, is of the opinion that we ought not to put in a -

-
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provi ion that certain property shall remain inalienable and I notice that the Secretary of the Interior stated: 
nontaxable for 60 or 70 or 80 years, dependmg upon the length In view ot the fact that in all probability tile land whicfi may be 
of the life of the allottee? selected for watershed protection will consist largely of the monntainous 

l\Ir·. CARTER. If the 2:entLeman from Illinois will per- part of the reservation., and that there is no probability thaf any Indian 
~ or homesteader- will desire an allotment on such lands as the Forestry 

mit me--- Service would use as a national forest, I do not see any good reason 
l\Ir. l\1ANN of Illinois. Certai11ly. why action on Senate bill 2454 should be deferred until the .commission 
1\fr. CARTER. I will tell him what I think ought to be done indicated has made its report. 

in this case. These are children born since the allotment was Mr. HASTINGS. That is what I was going to call attention to. 
maue. I think the allotments ought to be inalienable and non- Mr. l\IANN of Illinois. Would it not be better to provide that 
taxable during their minority, and after that time I think the no allotments should be made where it would interfere with the 
Secretary of the Interior should not be denied the right to watershed protection and irrigation?. 
remove restrictions, if they are found competent, after .attain- l\1y observation in the world is that where somebody can get 
ing tlleir majority. something of very small val_ue which will interfere with other 

1\fr: BEE. Will the gentleman from illinois yield: for me t() things of very large value, that he frequently does it in order to 
Okl h ? be bought out. Why not protect against that? 

- ask a question of the gentleman from ~ a oma · Mr. HASTINGS. That very question was raised before the 
l\1r. MANN of illinois. I will. 
1\Ir. BEE. Would the gentleman accept an amen-dment that Indian Committee by some of the western Members who are very 

it should not be salable during minority, but after the man familiar with the question that the gentleman from Illinois' 
becomes of age, in case be is found competent, it may be sold? raises, and the bill went over for some time for further investi

l\11·. CARTER. The gentleman knows that this is not my bill, gation. The department made the representation-! do not have 
h the report before me and have not refreshed my memory from 

but I think that would be a wholesome provision and .oug t to it-but 1 remember that the department made certain represen-
be placed in the bill. tati.ons to the committee that there would be sufficient land 

l\lr. l\IANN of illinois. I was not raising objection against to allot to the minor children without taking these lands neces
the views of gentlemen, but I think Congress ought to legislate sary to protect the watershed referred to by the g~ntleman from 
along the same line on two bills which it considers on two sue- Illinois. 
cessh-e days. Mr. 1\IANN of Illinois. The Secretary says that there is no 

.Mr. WALSH. l\1r. Speaker, reserving the right to object, probability that any Indian or homesteader will desire an allot
wha~ does it propose to do with children who are born during ment of such lands as the Forestry Service would use as a 
the year following the one year after the passage of this act? national forest. It would seem to me the better way to do 

l\Ir. HASTINGS. There is no provision made for that Of wo-uld be to protect that by a provision in the bill and not 
cour e, they wHI not be allotted any land unless Congress makes leave it to the probability of what some man wants, when his 
provision for it. wants might interfere very materially with the inte1·ests of the 

l\1r. WALSH. I know; but why should we take one group of tribe 011 of the Government. 
children who have been born since the act of 1904 and permit :J\.!r. HASTINGS. The department thought it could do it by 
a year to elapse after the passage of this law, and then say now regulation, by administration~ ancl that it would. have the power 
these children who are unfortunate enough to be born after that to do it by administration. 
time will have to be treated on a di:f!erent basis? A-Ir. 1\fA...NN of Illinois. They do not indicate it in this report. 

l\Ir. HASTiiVGS. I can not answer the gentleman. This is a Mr. HASTINGS. I know certain representations were made 
Senate bill passed by the Senate, sent over to the House, and to the committee to that effect, and that induced us to report 
referred to the Indian Committee. The representation was it favorable. 
made to the Indian Committee that there is plenty of land to The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera
allot to these children and that it is desirable to have it allotted tion of the bill"f [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and 
to the Indian children rather than to be taken up by white the Clerk will rep@rt the bilL 
settlers, in which event only a small amount would be paid. 1\fr. wALSH. Air. Speaker, this bill is on the Union Calendar. 

1\Ir. WALSH. I notice that there are 600 children and 25,000 The SPEAKER. The Chair has been considering the prece-
acres of land. They propose to give them 40 acres each, which dents, and he finds tha.t it was held some years ago that when the 
will take up 24:,000 acres. I was wondering why this particular House gave · unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill 
group of 600 children are proposed to benefit from this legisla- it thereby dispensed with consideration of it under the Union 
tion at this particular time. Why not look to the future~ it this Calendar. The Chair is clispos"ed to follow that precedent, unless· 
is a good policy, which I doubt; why not enact a broad, general the House would rule otherwise .. 
law which will take care of the children as they come along? Mr. WALSH. If that be so, then what is the difference be
. 1\fr. HASTINGS. It might be, although I can not answer tween considering a bill by unanimous consent and suspending 
specifically, that as to the other Indian reservations there would the rules? 
not be sufficient land. But here there will be no charge what- The SPEAKER. There is this difference; This does not re
ever on the Government, because there happens to be plenty of quire a two-thirds vote, and, furthermore, the bill may be 
land to allot to the children. • amended when it is considered under unanimous consent~ 

Mr. WALSH. Does the gentleman believe that we are doing Mr. MANN <Yf Illinois. And it requires unanimous consent to 
these children a benefit by passing this sort of legislation? have it considered. Mr. Speaker, for a great many years it 

1\Ir. HASTINGS. I certainly do. It provides a home for was the practice of the House, where a bill was on the Union 
them, and I think to provide a home for Indian children is much Calendar and unanimous consent was given for its considera
better than to giv.e them the small amount that would be paid tion, to consider the bill in the House. For some years after 
by the settlers for these lands. that, while 1\ir. CLA.RK was Speaker, he held that it still required 

Mr. WALSH. To permit them to ha.ve these 40 acres the unanimous consent to dispense with the consideration of the 
gentleman thinks will tend to make them self-supporting,. useful bill by the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
members of the community? Union. If the Speaker announces his-ruling on the S'Qbject, that, 

Mr. HASTINGS. I think it would be much better than to I think, disposes of it. We will know then that if unanimous 
give them the equivalent in money. We are all hoping it will consent be given, the bill js not to be considered in the Com
tend to make them self-supporting. mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, although 

l\Jr. MANN of Illinois. \Vill the gentleman yield for a ques- I suppose a request might be made for unanimous consent to 
tion? consider the bill without interfering with the right to go into 

Mr. 'VALSH. I will. ' the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
l\Ir. MANN of Illinois. I would like to ask tire gentlemap from The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that if any Member de-

Oklahoma. I notice in the report made by a commission to inves- sires to go into the Committee of the Whole House he could 
tigate irrigation projects on Indian lands that that report states state that and give unanimous consent only upon the condition 
that there are lands on the Flathead Reservation which should that the bill would be considered in Committee of the Whole 
be permanently reserved for forestry purposes in order to pro- House on the state of the Union. The Clerk will repoTt the 
teet the watershed and a number of streams, the saving of bill. 
which is needed to irrigate Indian lands. Then, in answer to 'J.'he Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
an inquiry made by the chairman, it was stated that if such is the Be it enactett., etc., That during the pe:riod of one y~r ~om and afte-r 
case it would seem to be against the interest of the Flathead the- ap-proval of this act the Secretary of the lntenor IS her~by au-

. · 11 h] ds t · to · t 0 hin "ther thorized under existing law and under such rules and regulations as Indwo.s to a ow sue an o. pass- m pr}va e wners p, e1 he may' prescribe to make allotments on the Flathead Reservation, 
to the settlers under the homestead law or by allotment to the J Mont.., to all unnliotted living children enrolled with the tribe, enrolled 
Indians. • or entitled to enrollment: Pro1iidea, That such allotin.ents be made 

_ .... 
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from any unallotted or- unsold lands within the original limits of the 
Flathead Indian Reservation, including the area now classified and 
reserved as timber lands, cut-over lands, burned or barren lands 
thereon;· and patents issued for allotments h.ereunder for any land.s 
from which such timber bas not been cut and marketed shall contain a 
clause reserving to the United States the right to cut and marke~ for 
the tribal benefit, as now authorized by law, the merchantable tlmber 
ori the lands so allotted : Pro1:ided furthet·, That when the merchant
able timber has been cut from any lands allotted hereunder the title 
to such timber as remains on such lands will thereupon puss to the 
respective allottees, and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby di
rected to withhold from sale Ol' entry all lands unsold and unentere~ 
within the s·aid reservation at the date of the passage of this act until 
allotments hereunder have been completed. All acts or parts of acts 

' inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed. 

'Vith the following committee amendments: 
Page 2, line;-14 and 15, after the word '.'completed,;' strike out 

"All acts or parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed" 
and insert: "Provided, That not exceeding 40 acres of each allotment 
made under the provisions of this act shall be desi~ated a~ a . home
stead, which shall be inalienable and nontaxable dunng the lifetime of 
the allottee unless otherwise ·provided 1 y Congress and so evidenced 
in the patents issued for said allotments." 

1\ir. CARTER. 1\fr. Speaker, I offer the following amend
ment to the committee amendment, which I send to the desk 
and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 2, line 18, after the. word "the" in the committee amendment, 

strike out the remainder of the paragraph and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: ·• minority of the allottee and thereafter until such re
strictions muy be removed either by Congress or the Secretary of the 
Interior." 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the amendment be 
reported as it will read if this be agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment as it 
would read if the amendment to the amendment were agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Provided, That not exceeding 40 -acres of each allotment made under 

the provisions of this act shall be designated as a homestead, which 
shall be inalienable and nontaxable during the minority of the allottee 
and thereafter until such resotrictions may be removed either by Con
gress or the Secretary of the Interior. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Oklahoma desire 
to be heard upon his amendment? 

Mr. CARTER. No. 
1\fr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman 

from Oklahoma a question. What is the idea in giving this 
alternative power to the Secretary of the Interior or to Con
gress? Under the provision which is on the Indian appropria
tion bill I take it that upon the report of these competency com
missions the Secretary of the Interior could remove these restric
tions. 

Mr. CARTER. Yes. 
1\lr. WALSH. That being so, what is the necessity of putting 

in the words " by Congress "? Congress could do it anyway. 
Mr. CARTER. Both Congress and the Secretary ·have the 

right to remove restrictions now and both perform that function 
quite often. Only a few days ago we passed a bill through .the 
House known as the citizenship bill, by which these restrictions 
were removed by Congress from persons of less than hitlf Indian 
blood. The words were placed there simply to conform to ex
isting law and in order to show that Congress was not abdicat
ing ru1y right it had to remove restrictions. ]t would have that 
right anyway. · 

Mr. WALSH. Just to let these people know that if the Sec
retary of the Interior would not do it, then some enterprising 
Member of Congress from that locality would be glad to bring in 
such a measure? 
- 1\fr. CARTER . . That might be true, though I had not tllat in 

mind, I will say to the gentleman. 
Mr. WALSH. No; but I was wondering what was the neces

sity of putting in the words ·• by Congress." 
Mr. CARTER It was simply in order to show that no change 

was made in existing law with reference to the power of Con-
gress in .that regard. · 

Mr. WALSH. But we do change the existing law by provid
ing that the Secretary of the Interior may remove the restric-
tion. · 

.J Mr. CARTER. The Secretary of the Interior now has the 
right to remove the restrictions and so has Congress. We 
simply propose that we shall do in the future with reference to 
these tl1ings after these children become 21 years of age the 
same thing we are proposing to do now, but that _until . they 
become 21 years of age their lands shall remain nontaxable 
and inalienable. \Vhen it comes to taxation of Indian lands, 
the courts have held that after an Indian has been given land 
with a nontaxable status recited in the deed, the lands can 
not then be made taxable by Congress, until . that nontaxable 
period expires. I think if we put this specific provision in the 
bill reserving to Congress and the Interior Department the right 

to remove restrictions after he attains his majority, that would 
obviate this perpetual continuation of the nontaxable status of 
the lands after he becomes of age. · 
. 1\Ir. WALSH. Does the gentleman think that the language 

here employed would require the Secretary of the Interior to 
act only after these competency commissions should consider 
the matter in accordance with the requirements in the annual 
Indian appropriation act, or will it give him the power to act 
without having it referred to him? 

Mr. ~'"N of Illinois. It would not have any reference to 
that, becanse it runs out before this takes effect. 

1\Ir. CARTER. The Secretary, under existing law, has two 
methods of removing restrictions. One i§ by filing application 
with the local agent that comes on down through the Indian 
Bureau to the Secretary. The other is by a competency com
mission, to which the gentleman has just alluded. I do not 
think this will interfere with either of those. 

Mr. RHODES. Mr. Speaker, I just caine on the floor, and I 
desire to ask the gentleman from Oklahoma whether or not the 
amendment he proposes changes in any way, substantially, the 
bill as it has been reported? 

1\Ir. CARTER. It changes the committee amendment, I will 
say to the gentleman. I did not see him on the floor or I would 
have consulted with him--

Mr. RHODES. I just came on the floor. -
Mr. CARTER. The gentleman will notice the committee 

amendment provides that these lands ~hall be inalienable and 
r:..ot taxable during the lifetime of the allottee, unless otherwise 
provided for by Congress. That would not mean, perhaps, that 
Congress has not the right in the future to provide that the Sec
retary of the Interior might remove these restrictions, but it is a 
specific legal-statement which might' cause litigation as to taxa
tion. I thought, after these children attained their majority, .that 
it would not be consistent policy to preclude the Secretary from 
removing restrictions from the competent ones among them, 
just as we do with others at the present time, and for that rea
son the amendment was proposed. It was brought out by the 
suggestions of the gentleman from Illinois, who called attention 
to the fact that this was inconsistent with the policy that we 
had been pursuing. 

Mr. RHODES. I would like to ask the gentleman one fur
ther question. The gentleman is aware of the fact that this 
bill was held under consideration for some considerable time _ 
pending the request by the chairman of the committee [Mr. 
SNYDER] of the Secretary of the Interior for his appro\al or 
disapproval of this measure? 

Mr. CARTER.' Yes. 
Mr. RHODES. Now, does the gentleman's amendment meet 

the approval of the Secretary of the Interior? 
Mr. CARTER. Oh, I have not consulted with him. I feel 

sure he would not oppose it. It does not change the existing 
law -with reference to the matter. It leaves the :fixed policy of· 
the Government with reference to these Indians the same as 
'vi th all other Indians. 

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RHODES. I do, if I have the floor. 
Mr. MANN of Illinois. I think it has not been the policy of 

the Congress to make an allotment ·of Indian lands to an al
lottee and then provide in no case it shall be taxed or disposed 
of within the lifetime of the allottee. In this case allotments 
are to be made to children, some of whom will be born after the 
bill is passed, and make their 40 acres nontaxable anu in
alienable for a lifetime, whi<·h may be 40, 50, or 70, or 80 years in 
some cases. It never has been the policy of Congress to do that, 
I think. \Ve did get quite tied up by the treaty in the Okla
homa cases with reference to taxation and then we could not 
change the nontaxable provisions. I called attention to this 
when the bill came up under the reservation of the right to 
object. ' 

Mr. RHODES. May I state, 1\lr. Speaker, in response to 
the suggestion by the gentleman from Illinois, that this request 
came before the committee from a lady residing on the resena
tion, who had some personal interest in the tribe, and, as I 
understand, her objections were first made known to the Com
mittee on Indian Affairs in the Senate and then to the Commit
tee on Indian Affairs in the House. Then the whole matter was 
referred to the Secretary of the Interior, and after the matter 
was conSidered by the Secretary, I think pe filed quite a lengthy 
report or a letter approving the proposition, and the committee 
accepted the suggestion as being proper and right in the case. 
We may not have acted with full knowledge, but--

1\Ir. HASTINGS. If the ·gentleman will permit, if the gentle
man will read the amendment of the gentleman from Oklahoma, 
I feel pe-rfectly sure be will have no objection to it, because it 
continues the restriction and makes the !and inalienable and 

,. 
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nontaxable during minority or until Congress acts or the Sec
retary acts. That js the substance of it. 

Mr. CARTER. I will say to the gentleman I have it here 
and I will read it--

Mr. RHODES. That will perhaps meet the question I raised, 
but may not meet the question raised by the gentleman from 
Illinois. -

l\lr. M.A..I'i""N of Illinois. Oh, yes. 
Mr. CARTER. l\1r. Speaker, I think if we will read it, it 

\rill expedite it. I ask unanimous consent that the Clerk again 
report the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will again re
port the amendment. • 

Mr. CARTER. I ask that the Clerk report the committee 
amendment as amended, and I ask unanimous consent to change 
my amendment by . adding the wo_rd " further " after the word 
" Provided." 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the modification is 
agreed to. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. CABTER to the committee amendment: 

Page 2, line 18, after the word "the," in the committee amendment, 
strike out the remainder of the paragraph and insert " minority of the 
allottee, and thereafter until such restrictions may be removed either 
by Congress ot• the Secr~tary of the I~terior," so that as amended the 
committee amendment will read: 

a provided turthet·, That not exceeding 40 acres , of each allotment 
made under the provisions of this act shall be designated as a home
stead, which shall be inalienable and nontaxable during the minority 
of the allottee and thereafter until such restrictions may be removed 
either by Congress or the Secretary of the Interior~' 

Mr. RHODES. I believe I like that better than the original 
form. 

Mr. CARTER. That conforms to the policy. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the amndment to the 

amendment. 
The question was taken ; and the amendment to the amend

ment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the committee amend

ment as amended. 
The committee amendment as amended was agreed to. 
Tl:[e· bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, 

was read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. RHODES, the motion to reconsider the vote 

by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
. WATER-SUPPLY OF LOS ANGELES, CALIF. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unaniinous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 406) amending an act entitled "An act 
authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Interior to sell 
to the city of Los Angeles, Calif., certain public lands in Cali
fornia; and granting rights in, over, and through the Sierra 
Forest Reserve, the Santa Barbara F<;>rest Reserve, and the San 
Gabriel Timberland Reserve,. California, to the city of Los An
gei.es, Calif.," approved June 30 1906. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration ot 
the bill? 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I think this is one of the bills 
that ought to be considered in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the .Union, and unless it is I shall object 
to it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera
tion of the bill in the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union? 

Mr. GARD. 1\Ir. Speaker, this is a bill which, I take it after 
examination, is of very considerably broader scope than ap
pears under the title of the bill, directing and authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to sell certain lands in the city of Los 
Angeles, Calif., for water purposes. I am calling the attention, 
first, of those who are proponents of the bill-and I do not de
sire to object unless it be necessary in the process of orderly 
legislation-to the letter of October 21, 1919, in which Assistant 
Secretary Rjggs, of the Department of Agriculture, says: 

Should a bill such as the general water-power bill which has passed 
the House and is now before the Senate be enacted, there will be no 
need of enacting special legislation to enable the city of Los Angeles 
to secure the rights of way which it requires for the completion of its 
power-development plan.. 

1\Iy understanding is, as the Secretary says, this water
power measure has passed the House and is now in conference 
between the Senate and House conferees, and I am asking, first, 
why the necessity new of pursuing this special legislation? 

Mr. ELSTON. The gentleman will notice that in the following 
sentence of_ the report of Mr. Riggs it is stated that it does not 
appear under the provisions of the present bill that the city 
would obtain concessions inconsistent either with existing gen
eral legislation or with the legislation proposed under the water
power bill. I would take that to mean that, even if tlie water-

power bill passed, the department would have no objections to 
the passage of the present bill, inasmuch as the matter would be 
only in the nature of quplication. 

Now, I believe that it would be better to amend the act of 
1906, as we do in the present bill, than it would be to rely on 
the water-power bill, which may never pass. If the gentleman 
will look at the present bill, he will see it merely amends the 
basic act in two or three sections and in particulars that are 
vital to the interests of the city. 

Mr. GARD. It amends it in very radical detail, I am frank to 
say. It appears, and I have information to that effect, that it 
makes the reservation of practically 2,000,000 acres of land to ' 
the city of Los Angeles for a practically undetermined time. In 
the second place, it seeks to give official legislative sanction to 
the occupancy of a right of way which is extended from pos
sibly some feet off of the right of way heretofore granted for a 
mile and a half. Of course, I understand the extension was made 
necessary by certain features which required the going away 
from the right of way heretofore granted and extending later
ally beyond. But it involves a very considerable inquiry into 
what public lands are held in abeyance. Besides, it involves 
many questions in the department as to hydroelectric powers, 
with rights of usage by the city and rights of usage by persons 
who have cross lines. It involves also the questions of irriga
tion, which are very vital in the gentleman's State. And I think, 
in view of all these matters, it is not such a bill as should be 
considered upon the Calendar for Unanimous Consent. 

Mr. ELSTON. I would like the gentleman to continue the 
discussion in this provisional way before he makes up his mind, 
because I think, with the knowledge he appears to have of the 
bill, he can be brought to see that it is a most important 'bill for 
the interests of the city of Los Angeles, and that if it passes it 
can not prejudice in any \ray any of the interests which the gen
tleman has mentioned. 

The gentleman has mentioned irrigation interests and other 
interests that might be affected by what he calls this blanket 
reservation. Representatives of all these interests appeared 
before the committee, and I think the report states that those 
representatives and the interests affected are ,well satisfied with 
this bill. 

I would plead with the gentleman to reserve his objection for 
a while, in order to afford further explanation of any matters he 
thinks are still in doubt. 

Mr. WALSH. Wjll the gentleman from California yield? 
Mr. ELSTON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. WALSH. Would the gentleman object to adding a new 

section to the bill providing that the right to alter, amend, or 
repeal this act be expressly reserved? 

Mr. ELSTON. There would be no question of that. As I 
recall, I think section 7 of the original act contains such a pro
vision. 

Mr. WALSH. It does, but that would not make it apply to a 
new section added to the bill. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. As a matter of fact, the city has 
already spent something like $30,000,000, and is to spend some 
$20,000,000. They could not have a revocable permit and spend 
all that money on it. 

Mr. WALSH. By a new section of this bill we are expressly 
making an additional grant, and Congress should not do that 
without reserving the right to alter, amend, or repeal it. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Not when the city has got to 
spend all this money on it. 

1\Ir. WALSH. Without that in the bill you can not get it by 
here. 

1\Ir. SINNOTT. That is in the original act. 
Mr. WALSH. Yes; but it would not apply to the new section. 
Mr. SINNOTT. It would still be left intact. 
l\.Ir. WALSH. I differ with -the gentleman as to· that. 
Mr. 1\IANN of Illinois. If it is in the original act what ob

jection is there to putting it in the amendatory act? 
Mr. \VALSH. That is what I am asking. 
Mr. ELSTON. Mr. Speaker, if gentlemen would discuss this 

matter for a moment I think--
Mr. GARD. :Mr. Speaker, a point of order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. GARD. Under ..the reservation, I presume I am entitled 

to the floor. I would like the gentleman from California [Mr. 
ELSTON] or the other gentleman from California [Mr. Osnoni\TE] 
to further explain the bill. 

Mr. ELSTON. In regard to the blanket reservation that was 
contained in the original act, the effect of the present amend
ment is to curtail r·ather than enlarge this reservation. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I do not think we ought to dis
cuss the merits of this bill simply to satisfy one or two questions 
under a reservation of a point of order. It seems to me the 

' 
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merits ought to be discussed in the regular way. If the distin
guished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARD] raises one or two ob
jections I l1ave no objection to _the gentleman from California 
trying to explain away the gentleman's objection, but to go into 
the entire merits of the bill under a reservation of a point of 
order does not seem to me to be exadly regular. 

1\Ir. RAKER. 1\Ir. Speaker, let me call the gentleman's atten
tion to the fact that that is just what the gentleman from Cali
fornia is doing. 

1\fr. WALSH. He will not do it yery long if his colleague from 
California begins to ask questions. I do not demand the regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from California yielcl to 
the gentleman from CalifoTnia [Mr. RAKER]? 

1\11·. ELSTON. I yield. 
Mr. RAKER. The question deals with irrigation and home

steadsJ affecting all this territory. A year ago the parties eame 
11ere, and they are satisfied, I understand, with the provisions of 
the bill as it now stands. 

1\Ir. ELSTON. I so stated to the gentleman from Ohlo [Mr. 
GABD]. 

l\lr. RAKER. So as to protect the city of Los Angeles as well 
as the homesteaders and any irrigationists who may desire to go 
in and de\elop water for irrigation. 

l\lr. ELSTON.- That is the fact. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio <lesire a further explanation of the bill? 

1\Ir. GARD~ I do. If the gentleman desires to answer my 
question, I will be pleased to ha"Ve him do it. If there is a d~ 
mand for the regular order, I shall object 

1\fr. ELSTON. If the gentleman would reserve that still, I 
,..-ould state that there was an original ·act passed in 1.906 to 
enable the city of Los Angeles to take water from the Owens 
River and conduct it 240 miles t{) the city of Los Angeles. The 
intervening country is ban-en and largely desert land. It is 
not agricultural rotmtry at all. The bill gave the city of Los 
.A.ngeles-I am speaking of the original bill-a blanket permit 
to lay out its conduits and construct its works over a territory 
as extensive as the territory mentioned in this bill. 

The city entered upon the work and laid out in money some
thing like $32,000,000 in constructing the works under the au
thority of the original bill passed in 1906. The time for com
pletion fixed in the original bill of 1906 was not sufficient. It 
was a tremendous undertaking, one of the greatest ever under
taken by any municipality in the world's history. It took 
more than the time limited in the bill for them to construct 
their works and additions thereto. 

One of the main objects of the present bill is to extend that 
time limitation over the same territory granted in the original 
bill. Now, the other -object, as the gentleman has stated, is 
to correct the alignment of the aqueduct from th~ surveyed line 
accepted by the Secretary of the Interior. That survey was 
made, and it was found in the actual construction of the aque
duct, over 240 miles in length, that divergencies from the sur
veyed line had to be made. These divergencies varied from a 
few feet to probably less than a mile. I do not believe that 
any divergence exceeds a mile in width. This bill has for its 
object the validating of that divergence in the matter of the 
alignment of the aqueduct. The present biU is more restrictive 
of the rights of the city of Los Angeles than the old bill was. 
In amendment No. 1, mentioned in the conference report, and 
incorporated in section 2 of the bill, the gentleman will see 
fuat the rights of all other interests are protected. That in
cludes ·the rights of power men, irrigationists, and any kind of 
interests that might want to go into that extensive territory 
for the purpose of obtaining rights of way. 

The amendment to section 2 protects those people absolutely, 
gives them fue right to a hearing, and the right to obtain rights 
of way. It further grants the privilege in this amendment of 
crossing the works of the city at any place; and it goes further 
than that. It not only gives the right of crossing but also of 
joint use for a certain limited distar.ce, so that any other appli
cant could make application and be granted the right to use 
part of the city's works. 

I think if the gentleman will read the present bill, he will see 
that it rather restricts the Yery exten ive powers granted to the 
city jn the original act. 

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ELSTON. Yes. 
Mr. RAKER. Page 6, lines 19 to 25 of the bill read as fol

lows: 
Provided, 'I'hat the lands affected hereby shall be subject to applica

tions for homesteads. for rights of way for canals, ditches, or reservoirs, 
for the conveyance, del!ver:~, or storage of water for irrigatton, if same 
be file<l in the propi!r United Sta t~s land office prior to th~ filing of 
maps by the city of Los Angeles, showing the boundaries, location, ..and 
extent of the rights of way sought by said city. 

The city of L-os Angeles in its prior hearing upon the former 
bill, as well as in the hearing on this bill, was satisfied with and 
agreed to that provision of the bill without any question, to the 
end that homesteaders as well as irrigationists in that country 
shall be protected. Is that correct? 

1\Ir. ELSTON. I think that is correct, and. that answers fully 
the misgivings expressed by the gentleman from Ohio. 

1\Ir. RAKER. I understand from our colleague, Capt. OsnuRNE, 
who is also present with me now, that that is the position of the 
city of Los Angeles, and that they are perfectly willing to carry 
out this provision which I have just read. 

1\fr. OSBORNE. That is absolutely true. 
l\Ir. RAKER. I want to say to the gentleman from Ohio tha,t 

two years ago this same legislation was under consideration in 
S. 40..23. The House amended the blll by inserting these pro
Vlslons. The farmers and others in Inyo County carne here and 
spent a month or two, and after many weeks .... f work tLe city 
of Los Angeles agreed to tllis amendment. They also came on 
this year, claiming that it involved 250,000 acres of irrigable 
land in another place, and as I understand it these parties are 
agreed and satisfied that this provision will protect them, and 
that it is proper legislation, and further that the amendment 
suggested by the committee on page 4, .commencing with line 17. 
not only protects those who are there now, but those who may 
hereafter desire to file applications for water rights to irrigate 
some 250,000 acres of land. 

This bill gaes further than any bill that has ever been pre
sented to the House, in drat the right of way granted to the city, 
of Los Angeles can not be exclusive, but that irrigationists and 
others who apply to the Secretary of the Interior can use it, so 
that th~ land can be used for both irrigating and power pur
poses. 

1\fr. \V ALSH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RAKER. Yes. 
Mr. WALSH. Upon what does the gentleman base his tate· 

ment that this right of way will not be exclusive? 
Mr. RAKER. Commencing on page 4, line 17. 
1\Ir. WALSH. Does the gentleman contend that that does 

not give the city an exclusive right' of way, in view of other 
language in the bill? 

1\fr. RAKER. It is exclusive after they get it; yes. In other 
words, third parties make an application for a right of way, a 
reservoir, etc. They file their application. The Secretary of the 
Interior then notifies the city of Los Angeles. The city of Los 
Angeles comes forward with its application, and the Secretary 
of the Interior can say, "You shall both use this right of way 
for the benefit of everybody; " but if it interfered with or pre
vented the city of Los Angeles from completing and properly 
developing its right of way, why, of course, the application 
would have to be denied and ought to be denied, because they 
have been at work there for the last "1.2 years and have expended 
in the neighborhood of $32,000,000. They have .a canal 240 miles 
long. 

1\Ir. WALSH. 
Mr. RAKER. 
Mr. WALSH. 
1\Ir. RAKER. 

cumstances. 

That comes very near being an exclusive right. 
It is, under those circumstances. 
Well, under any circumstances. 
It would have to be exclusive tm<ler those cir· 

Mr. SINNOTT. Is not the gentleman statirrg the case too 
strongly against the city? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Yes. That is not exclusive at all. 
Under the provision on page 5, anybody can come along, even 
after a hundred years, and run anything he pleases over this 
right of way. 

Mr. RAKER. I said it was exclusive after it was granted, 
but not before. But the Secretary of the Interior is given an 
<>pportunity to adjust this matter, better than in any grant that 
has ever come before this House. 

Mr. WALSH. The gentleman calls our attention to line 17, 
page 4, but he does not read the proviso on line 9, page 5. 

Mr. RAKER. That is the same proviso. 
Mr. WALSH. It happens to be another proviso. 
Mr. RAKER. It says : 
Prot:ided further, That all rights of way herein and hereby granted 

and all other rights of way hereafter granted under general laws, fol' 
the purposes herein enumerated, over lands within the operation of 
this act, shall be with the reservation of the power to thereafter grant 
other rights of way by easement or permit, con.flicting with such prior 
grants or permits for the purpose of permitting crossing of rights of 
way or for limited distanees necessary common use of prlor rights of 
way, under such conditions as the head of the department shall find 
necessary aud shall determine to be properly protective against inter
ference with and not detrimental to the construction, operation, and 
maintenance of the wot·ks of prior grantees or permittees. 

And I 'vant to call the attention of the gentleman to this 
fact--
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1\fr. \V ALSH. . What does the gentleman now say:..:...._thrrt it is 
exclusive or that it is_not exclusive? 

Mr. RAKER It is not exclusive, of course. 
1\lr. WALSH. Which department does this refer to in this 

" pro>ided further " ? 
l\Ir. RAKER. Both. 
l\1r. 'V ALSH. Where it says-
Under such conditions as the bead of the department shall find 

necessary? 
l\Ir. RAKER. The two departments. ·where the land is pub

lic land it goes to the Secretary of the Interior, and where it 
is national-forest land it goes to the Secretary of Agriculture, 
and there are both kinds of land in this grant. 

1\Ir. WALSH. I would like to ask the gentleman from Cali
fornia (Mr. ELSTON]-not that · I doubt the interpretation of 
the distinguished gentleman from California, Mr. RAKER-but 
in view of his explanation of this question, he having -taken 
both positions on the matter, ~ would like to resolve a, d~mbt 
that exists in my mind by askmg the gentleman from Califor
nia [Mr. ELsToN] -if he agrees with his colleague that this re
fers to the heads of two different departments. I am referring 
to the language, line 17, page 5," such conditions as th~ head of 
the department shall find necessary and shall determme to be 
properly protective against inter~erence with and not detri
mental to the construction, operation, and maintenance of the 
works " and so forth. -

Mr. 'ELSTON. It is my impression. that most of the applica
tions will be filed with the Secretary of the Interior, and most 
of the approvals made by him. It is, however, a fact that a 
great deal of this land is covered by forest reser>es, and, to the 
extent that rights of way are asked over the forest reser>es, · 
there would have to be some approval made by the Secretary of 
Agriculture. To that extent it would require :he _appro\ul of 
the heads of the two departments. 

1\fr. RAKER. Page 2, line 1, grants the right of way O\er 
public lands and over reserves; so there are two beads of de
partments that must deal ~ith the rights of. W~Y·. ~here are 
two laws governing the subJect, one granting JUrisdtctwn to the 
Secretary of Agriculture over forest reserves and the other 
granting jurisdiction to the Secretary of the Interior OYer. pub-
lic lands. · 

1\fr. GARD. _l\1r. Speaker, tllis seems to be of vital importance 
to the public, although the city of Los Angeles is mostly inter
ested. I have not yet been satisfied that this bill should be 
considered on this calendar, and, in view of the extent of the 
holding back of lands made n:cessary by it, _in \iew of ~he ex
tensions of right of way; in v1ew of the desire of the City ap
parently to create a tremendous water-power control out there, 
with little or no Government supervision and with no compen
sation I am constrained to object. 

The' SPEAKEU. Objection is made, and the Clerk will re
port the* next bill. 
P..\.YMENT OF PURCHASE MONEY ON HOMESTEAD EXTRIES I X 'l'HE 

FORMER COLVILLE INDIAN RESERYATIO ", W..\.SH. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was House joint resolution 194, amending joint resolution extend
ina the time for payment of purchase money on homestead en
tries in the former Colville Indian Reser>ation, W'ash. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to cbject, 

I would like to know how this joint resolution comes to be 
reported from the Committee on the Public Lands. 

1\Ir. SINNOTT. This bill was referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

l\Ir. CARTER. It provides for extending payment on moneys 
\rhich are to be placed in the Treasury of the United States to 
the credit of certain Indians, a matter over which the Com
mittee on the Public Lands has no jurisdiction in the world. The 
jurisdiction is clearly with the Committee on Indian A~airs, 
and the Public Land_s Committee_ should have taken notice of 
that. · 

l\Ir. SINNOTT. There was considerable question in the com
mittee among members as to jurisdiction. The Committee on 
t.lle Public Lands has more work than it can attend to, and we 
have no desire to enlarge its jurisdiction. But as the mutter was 
explained to us the Indians have no interest in these lands. 

1\Il'. CARTER. This does not deal with the lands; it deals 
with payment of moneys which belong to Indians. -

l\Ir. SINNOTT. This is public land, and the Indians are 
reimbursed by the Federal Go>ernment. The Go>ernment reim
burses itself by the sale of these lands. 

Mr. CARTEn. The gentleman is mistaken. These were 
sm·plus Indian lands left over after the allotments were made 

on the Colville Resermti.on and · then - sold under -the home-. 
stead law. ' 

1\Ir. SI~TNOTT. That is the way it was explained to us, and 
it was furthei· shown to the committee that this was a real 
emergency matter. 'Ye hoped that the question would not be 
raise"d. -

Mr. CARTER. That may be true, but bills ought to go to 
the proper committee. The Indian Committee appropriates 
every year from funds of these \et'Y Colville Indians for 
admini<stration purposes. I do not know how the funds stand 
to-day ; but assume that next year on account of this extension 
the Col\ille Indians have no money in the Treasury. What will 
Congress do? Will it refuse to appropriate for the agency? 
No; it will appropriate f1·om the Treasury to carry on the 
activities, a thing which would not be done if the Indians had 
funds for administration purposes. So it _may be that we are, 
by the passage of this bill, saddling an unnecessary and u:1fair 
expense on the Federal Treasury. 

I have read the report, and I note that the Secretary's letter 
does not say a word us to wl1ether tllese funds will be necessary 
for the upkeep of tile agency next year. If the bill had come 
before the Committee on Indian · Affairs, that would have been 
one of the first questions brought out, becau ·e the Committee 
on Indian Affairs has upon it the duty and responsibility of 
looking after these Indians, providing funds for their adminis
tration, which the Committee on the Public Lands has not. 
I think these bills ought to go to the proper committee. I dis
like very much to object to this bill, but I gave notice on the 
last unanimous-consent day when a bill came in from Montana 
similar to this that unless the jurisdiction of the committee 
were more properly obsen·ed I should be constJ,·ained to object. 

Mr. Speaker, on ac<'ount of the statement made by the gentle
man from Washington I am not going to object, but I can 
not stand here any longer and permit these things to go on ill 
such manner as this, which lets a man in at the back door when 
he can not get in at the front door. I shall not object tllis 
time, but I wm give noti<'e that I shall object in the future. 

Mr. 'YALSH. l\Ir. Speaker, I ask to have the bill reported 
before unanimous <'On ·ent for its consideration is. giYen. 

Tile Clerk read as follows : 
Resoll;ed, etc., That the jolnt resolution entitled "Joint resolution 

providing ad<litional time for the payment of purchase money unuer 
homestead entries within the former Colville Indian Reservation, Wash.," 
approved March 11, 1918, be, and it is bP.reby, amended by making tbe 
period of extension to be granted by the Secretary of the Interior thrl' 
years instead of one yea1·, but subject to all other cont.litions of sail! 
resolution. 

With a committee amendment striking out all of page 1, after 
the enacting clan ·e, from lines 3 to 10, inclusi>e, and in erting 
in lieu tllereof the following: 

That the joint resolution entitled "Joint resolution providing a<.l~i
tional time for the payment of purcba e money under borne tead entries 
within the former Colville Indian Reservation. Wash.," approved March 
11, 1918, be, and the same is. hereby, amended to read as follows: 

"That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to extend for 
a perio<l of one year the time for the payment of any annual installmeut 
due, or hereafter to become due, of the purchase price for lands solll 
under the act of Congress approved l\Iarcb 22, 190G (3-l Stat., p. 80), 
entitled 'An act to authorize the sale and disposition of surplus or un
allotted landR of the diminished Col\'ille Indian Reservation, in the 
State of Washington, 'and for other .purposes, ' and any payment so ex
tended may annually thereafter be extended for a period of one year 
in the same manner: P1·ov~dea, That the last payment and all other 
payments must be made within a period .not exceeding one year after the 
last payment becomes due by the terms of the act under which the entry 
was made : Prov ided fttrth er, That any and all payments must be maue 
when due unless the entryman applies for an extension and pays "interest 
for one year in ad\·ance at 5 per cent per annum upon the amount llue, 
as herein provided, and patent shall be withheld until full and_ ~nal 
payment of the purchase price is made in accordance wit h the proviSIOn<' 
hereof: And pro trided further, That failure to mal<e any payment tbat 
may be due, unless the same be extended, or to make any extended pay
ment at or before the time to which such payment has been extended a. 
herein provided, shall forfeit the entry and the same slk'lll be cancl'lcd 
and any and all payments theretofore made shall be forfeited." 

1\Ir. WALSH. 1\lr. Speaker, reserving the right to objC'ct, I 
desire to O'et u little further information in respect to tllis mat
tel~ thouO'h I dislike to take up the time, for I understand it i::; 
an' emergency proposition. What is the effect of the provL·o 
beginning in line 15, on page 2, in the committee amen<lme~t, ~hat 
the last payment and all other payments must be made wtthm a 
period not exceeding one year after the last payment becomes 
due by the terms of the act under which the entrr was made, 
and what (:'ffect has that on the language immediately precedinrr 
to the effect that any payment so extended may annually there
after be extended for a period of one year in tl!e same ruanuer?. 
As I understand it, they can keep extending these payment for· 
one year and indefinitely postpone the time of the last payment. 

l\1r. SINNOTT. I thiuk the gentleman from Washington [l\lr. 
WEnSTER] is more familiar with this than anyone else. 
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Mr. Ml1.N:N of illinois. They all ha-ve to come within the time 

fixed for the last payment. 
Mr. SINKOTT. I un(ler..,tand that to mean that it can not be 

extended beyond the date ·of the ~ast paym-ent mentioned in 
the act. 

Mr. WALSH. 'Vllat does this extension granted in lines 14 
and 15 apply to--

And any payment so extended may annually thereafter be extended 
for a period of one year in the same manner. 

recovery, to be paid to the attorneys employed by the said tribes or 
bands of Indians, or any of them, and the same shall be included in the 
decree and shall be paid out of any sum or sums found to · be due said 
~~ . 

With the following committee amendments: 
Page 2, line 3, strike out the word ... Island " and insert in lieu 

thereof the word "Islands." 
Page 2,. line 4, after the word "Nook-Sack" insert the word 

"Suattle." 
Page 2, line 5, stri.Jre out the word " Chehails " and insert the word 

"Chehalis." 
Mr. SINNOTT. For one year in the same manner, but in no 

e-vent longer than the time of the ultimate payment mentioned The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
. in the act. · · · · tion of the bill? 

1\.Ir. CAR'l'ER. Longer th!tn one year after that. Mr. MANN of Illinois. .Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
Mr. SINNOTT. One year afte1• that. object, there seems to be nothing in the rel)Ort which would indi-
Mr. WALSH. I shall not object, Mr. Speaker. cute the character of any claims which may be made in behalf 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present eonsidera- of these Indiuns-nothjng as to how many claims there are ()r 

tion of the resolution? ·· · how\ lllilny may be involved in the claims. Has the gentleman 
There was no objection. from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLY], who made the report, any in-
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the reoolution. forllliltion on that subject? 
The Clerk agrun reported the resolution ·With the committee 1\Ir. KELLY of Penn ylvania. 1\Ir. Speaker, in response to 

amendment. the gentleman's inquiry, I would say that we did hold a hearing 
The SPEAKER The question is on the committee amendment. before the Indian Affairs Committee on th1s Senate bill and 
l\Ir. CARTER. l\Ir. Speaker, I offer the following ame11dment went into those matters. Tile bill provides for adjudicating the 

to the committee amendment. claims of certain tribes and bands in the State of Washington, 
The Clerk reau as follows: west of the Cascaue :Mountains, that had entered into treaties 
Page 2, line 6, after the word "authorized,', insert the words "in his with the United States Go\errunent, and providing for certain 

discretion." tribes and bands that diu not enter into treaties. The original 
1\lr. SUl\1.1\.fERS of ·washington. ~Ir. Speaker, there is no ob- agreement in four different treaties, in 1854, 1855, and 1859, 

jection to that. proyided for the allotment of lands to these Indians, and the 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- treaties were ade on the understanding that each Indian 

ment to the committee amendment. \Vould receive a home. When the final allotment was· made the 
The amendment was agreed to. Indians received 7 ·acres each, not sufficient to provide a borne. 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on the committee amend- These Indians ceded lands to the Gov-ernment which would 

ment as amended. average 1,800 acres each, and this land was used for homestead 
The committee amendment was agreed to. purposes and was largely settled by white settlers. The In-
The SPEA.h.""ER. The question now is on the engrossment and dians made their claims and the re~ponse came that there were 

third reading of the JOint resolution. no lands for them whatever. They claim now they ru.-e entitled 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a to the allotments the treaty agreement contemplated. The 

third time, was read the third time, and passed. tribes and bands which never entered into treaty agreement say 
On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, a motion to reconsider the vote by that, in all justice, they are entitled to a day in court also." 

which the resolution was passed was laid on the table_ Tl1e amount of the claims of those tribes and bands having 
REFERRING CERTAIN INDIAN CLAIMS IN STATE OF 'YASHINGTON TO treaty agreements is estimated at $150,000, and the n·urnber of 

coURT oF CLAIMS. persons in-volved is 2,400 or thereabout. 
1\fr. l\IAl~N of Illinois. If there are 2,000 persons involved 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was and they are each to have a homestead of 80 acres, it certAinly 
the bill ( S. 157) authorizing the Indian tribes and inuividual would am01.mt to more than $1G~OOO. 
Inuians, or any of them, residing in the State of Washington and Mr. KELLY of Penns~·1vania. I will say that other public 
west of the summit of the Cascade Mountains to submit to the lands ba....-e been set aside, but no action can be taken until a 
Court of Claims certain claims growing out of b·eaties and other- measure of this kind is passed, as I und-erstand it. Much of 
wise. this land is timberland. If it were allotted, there is land 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- enough to almost provide the allotment for all the Indians con~ 
tion of the Senate bill? cerned. 

1\lr. WALSR Mr. Speaker, I ask that the bill be reported Mr. M..A.NN of Illinois. These timberlands are rather val-
first. uable. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. l\Ir. h."ELLY of Pennsylvania. They are; and that is the rea-
The Clerk reported the bill, as follows: son the Government has oot made any arrangement for the 
Be it enacted, etc., Tbat all claims of whatsoever natnre, both l~al 11 tm t f th 1 d H th · c1 · f th In 1· and equitable, of the tribes and bands of Indians, or any of them, w1th a o en o C an S. owever, e rums 0 e claDS 

whom any of the b:eaties of Medicine Creek, dated December 26, 1854; should be adjudicated on a fair basis, regardless of the timber 
Point Elliott, dated January 22, 1855; Point-no-Point, dated January question involved. 
26, 1855; the Quin-ai-elts, dated May 8, 1859, growing out of said Mr. MAJ.'{N of Illinois. It may be·, I will not say that it is 
treaties, or any of them, including claims for allotml!nts of land, or the 
value thereof, which they failed to receive under any of said treaties; oot; I do not know anything about it; but there are very few 
an<l that all claims of whatever nature, both legal and equitable, which of these claims that some enterprising attorney has not dug up 
the 1\luc.kelshoot, San Juan Island Indians · Nook-Sack Chinook, Upper b th' · T h 
Chehalis, Lower Chehalis, and Humptulip Tribes or Bands of Indians, Y IS time. he matter as been pending for years and the 
or any of them (with whom no treaty has been made), may have against Department of the Interior does not seem to have very much 
the United States shall be submitted to the Conrt of Claims, with right information about the bill. If they have, they have kevt it to 
of appeal by either party to the Supreme Court of the United States for th el 
determination and jurisdiction, both legal and equitable, is hereby con- ems ves. 
ferred upon the Court of Claims to bear and determine any and all Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. The gentleman will admit that 
sults brought hereunder and to render final judgment the.rein: Provided, these Indians are entitled to all that the treaties allowed them 
That the right of ap-;,Jeal to the Supreme Court of the United States 
shall not extend to thCise tribes or bands of Indians, or any of them, at the time the Government made its agreement? 
with whom no treaty has been made: Prov ided further, That the court Mr. 1\IAJ\TN of Illinois. Well, I do not admit that as a matter 
shall also consider and determine any legal or equitable defenses, set- of right anybody has the light to sue the GoTernment of the 
offs, or counter claims which the United States may have against any United States for both leJ:ral and what he may considel' eqru·-of said trihes, bands, or iodividual Indians. · ~ 

SEc. 2. That the Court of Claims shall advance the cause or causes table claims; far from it. The Government concedes the right 
upon its docket for hea.ring, and shall have authority to determine and now for people to sue where they have -legal c1aims. I suppose 
adjudge all rights and claims, both legal and equitable, of said Indians, these peonle have no le!!al claim·, I do not know. 
tribes or bands of Indians. or any of them, and of the United States in ~ ~ 
tlle premisE's, notwithstanding lapse of time or statutes of limitation. l\Ir. KELLY of Pennsylvania. There are legal claims undet• 

SEc. 3. That suit or suits institutP.d hereunder shall be begun within treaty stipulations. 
five years from the date of the passage of this act by such Indians, tribe, . . . . 
tribes, or bands of Indians, as partiel:l plaintiff, and the United states as I Mr. 1\IANN of lllinms. If they are legal clrums, that IS one 
the party defC'ndant. The petition or petitions may be verified by thing. But that is not what they seek. They always come in 
a.ttorney or ~ttorneys employed by srrch tribes or Indians upon ipion!la- with a provision fo.r the rio-bt to sue for what they call equi~ 
t10n and belief as to the facts therein alleged, and no other venfication . e. • . • 
shall be neceRsary: Prov ided, That the attorney or attorneys of said table cla.rms, and nobody knows what an eqmtable cl::um IS, 
tribes or bands of Indians, or any of them, shall be selected by the and I think that we ongbt t<> know som-ething about tbe cllar-
~~af~i~~t a~~ld~~~ c~rJ~~!~~e~1~~ I~deia~Ifff:~1s,0~n~h~p~~c~:fYdet~r!!\~ acter. Of tbe claim WhiCh 'Ye pass by special legislat;\OI~ and 
nation of such suit or suits the Court of Claims shall have jurisdiction subrmt to the Court of Claims. I do not recall {llly 1n:::-tance 
to fix and determine _a reasonable fee, not to exceed 10 1>er cent of the before where we gave a blanket authority to sue the Govern-
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ment of the United States in tlle Court of Claim· without in
formation as to the character of the claim and, to some extent 
at lea ·t, the amount which may be involved. Now, the gentle
man from Pennsylvania states in his opinion $150,000 may be 
involved here. -

1\lr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. That was the estimate before 
the eommittee. 

l\lr:_ l\IAJ\TN of Illinois. And four treaties may be involved; 
yet the bill covers a great deal further than that, ::ind it is not 
confined even to treaties: 

Mr. HADLEY. \Vill the gentleman from Illinois yield? · 
l\Ir. l\IANN of Illinois. Certainly. 
Mr. HADLEY. With reference to the estimate stated by the 

gentleman from Pennsylvania, if the gentleman will refer to 
the hearings the estimateis that $150,000 will be the aggregate 
of claims, as nearly as can be ascertained, growing out Qf the 
h·eaties only. However, it will be observed that the bill 
covers a ·number of tribes and bands that did not negotiate and 
wei·e not included under the treaties. Now, apparently no one 
is able to state with certainty or satisfactory definiteness just 
what the aggregate of all the claims would amount to, because 
the department itself upon inquiry has made a statement sub
stantially to that effect, which was in the record at the time 
of the hearings. Naturally that would be so unless there had 
been a '\ery full survey in the case of each indhi.dual Indian, 
of whom it appears by the testimony there are 2,000 or more, 
because it would involve an estimate as to the amount paid and 
the amount which had been promised and the amount, as the 
gentleman suggests, which would be equitably due in consid
eration of depriving the Indians of their homes. The Indians 
had little homes at the time these treaties were negotiated and 
cleared up, tracts upon which they raised potatoes and other 
vegetables. When the white settlers came upon the scene they 
traded with them and they ceded, as was stated, about 1,800 
acres, on the average, to the Government under these treaties 
with the understanding--

Mr. l\IANN of Illinois. Did they get paid for it? 
Mr. HADLEY. I understand not. 
1\fr. 1\f.A.NN of lllinois. Upon what did they cede? 

·1\fr. HADLEY. The land. 
Mr. 1\I.A.NN of Illinois. I dare say there never was an Indian 

treaty made yet that did not purport to pay compensation for 
any land ceded by any Indian of the Upited States. The gen
tleman here says that is not in the treaty. I would like to have 
somebody look up the treaty first. 

l\Ir. HADLEY. The treaty provided for the payment of all 
improvements, and there were some improvements uvon these 
lands. 

1\Ir. l\IANN of Illinois. 'l'he Governm~nt of the United States 
bas never undertaken, as far as I haye ever been able to dis
cover, to take lands away from Indians without making any 
compensation. . 

l\Ir. KELLY of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman will read the 
hearii).gs he will see this answer to his contention. Here is 
tlle statement of l\Ir. Griffin, who represented the Indians. 

Now, at the time these treaties were made the Oregon donation act 
was in effect. They were then giving to a single white man a half sec
tion of land and to a married man and his wife a full section of land 
in Oregon nnd Washington Territory, and those Indians ceded an aver
age of 1,800 acres apiece. 

Now, I call attention here to the promise of the Government: 
.:While the Government promised to give them their homes-not 

directly promising to give them allotments, but saying that the Presi
dent might, when in his judgment the interests of the Indians would be 
advunced-they might allot to these Indians in severalty, giving the 
Inclians allotments in accordance with the sixth section o! the treaty 
with the Omahas. 

Now, gentlemen, that is the understanding upon which these 
treaties were entered upon, and that understanding has never 
been carried out. 

1\Ir. l\IANN of Illinois. That statement was made by tlle at
torney seeking to prosecute the claim? 

l\lr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Yes; and the on1y definite in
formation, I will say, we were able to secure. 
. l\lr. l\IANN of Illinois. Well, I know, but that is what I am 

making inquiry about. The only statement upon which the 
committee seemed to acLwas a statement made by the attorney 
seeking t9 prosecute the claims against the Government. 

Now, it seems to me before we give special rights we ought 
to have some information concerning the matter. \Vhy, attor
neys make all sorts of wild claims, the best of them. The Loi·d 
knows what ldnd of claims some of them do make. .: 

1H1:. KELLY of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Illinois 
will certainly admit that the Senate committee went into the 
matter at some leD.ooth, and that the House committee did also. 

· Mr. MANN of Illinois. I dare say, without !mowing anything. 
about it, that the Senate committee· never .had a meeting ·on, thiS bill. . . . 

1\Ir. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Oh, YE:'S, -They' haU a hearing, 
and the testimony taken in the same was printed. 

l\Ir. l\I.A1\TN of Illinois. The hearing was held by one member 
of the Senate committee and reported by one member. 

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. The gentleman is in enor. 
Both the subcommittee and the full committee considered the 
measure and reported it favorably. 

Mr. MANN of Illinois. If more than two Membet·s of the 
Senate ever considered the matter, I will withdraw what I have 
said. 

1\Ir. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Seven l\Iembers are shown in 
the testimony to have taken part in the hearing. This is n tech
nical 'J)roposition, and no one claims to lmdE:'rstand the <1etails 
of it. That must be brought out in court. The committee con
sderecl that the matter was important enough to l>e adjusted in 
a court of competent jurisdiction, and that is the purpose of the 
bill, to refer the whole case to the Court of Claims, and let them 
act on the legal and equitable grounds for the claims. I suggest 
the word " equitable " be used, because some tribes or bands 
would not have a strictly legal claim, but they were in the 
same area as the other Indians, and certainly are entitled to 
their day in court along with the others. 

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentlem n yield? 
1\Ir. KELLY of Pennsylvania. I yiel<.l. 
Mr. WALSH. When were these treaties made? . 
Mr. h.'"ELLY of Pennsylvania. In 18::>4, 1865, and 1859. 
1\Ir. WALSH. And some of these gentlemen still living feel 

that they have been ontraged by not having homes provided for 
them? 

1\Ir. KELLY of Pennsylvania. There are more than 2,000 in
volved, in tribes and separate bands, in Washington State, west 
of the Cascades. 

Mr. WALSH. Where did they manage to eke out their exist
ence all these many years? 

1\Ir. KELLY of Pennsylvania. They have been having a miser
able time, on the whole, because they have not had laud on 
which to 1;aise crops and ha-ve been forced to resort to all kinds 
of makeshifts to provide for their living. And they now ask 
for the right to take their claims before a court. 

Mr. WALSH. Ha-ve they had these tracts of 7 acres during 
all this time, or is that what they seelr? 

l\Ir. KELLY of Pennsylvania. That was an allotment to 
certain Indians, not to all of them. Some of them were left 
without anything. And, more tllan that, some of them had 
little patches '\'i'here they raised potatoes and other product~ 
which they sold to the white settlers. Those were taken away 
from them, and the Indians were rendered homeless and with
out protection. even without the cultivated 1ands of theit· own 
on which they had made a li"'ing up to that time. 

Mr. WALSH. The gentleman makes out a very pitiful ca~e. 
I allmit. · 

Mr. HADLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\1r. KELLY of Pennsylvania. I yielt.l to the gentleman. 
1\lr. HADLEY. · The gentleman from Illinois [l\Ir. l\lANN] I 

believe has the floor. 
I remember that _tlte testimony in the hearings before the 

sul>committee-the subcommittee of the House-showed that in 
some cases Indian allotments had been made wltich haYe been 
canceled, and the allotments reverted to the Forest Service, an(l 
are now in the forest domain. The Indians that had bad allot
ments made to them have no way in which to make claims and 
no court of competent jurisdiction to which to apply and prose
cute such claims. There are a number of those claims, par
ticularly in the case of the Suattle Tribe, testimony concerning 
which was included in the hearings before the sul>committee. 
There are a good many cases where timber has been cut from 
Indian lands, and for which they have no redress against the 
Government, lands which they thought they had owned, but 
from which they were afterwards crowded off and had to give 
up. They had to recede before the white settlers, whether they 
were under the treaty or not, and, while it is some GO ye:us:, 
there are some of them that are still li ring who can testify 
from knowledge concerning the treaty negotiation . and while 
these uv·e they ought to have an Ol)portuuity to establish before 
a court of competent jurisdiction a claim, if they have one. If. 
tliey have not, the Government will not be injured. But I 
think they ought to lmve that or>portunity. 

l\1r. MANN of Illinois. Of course, there is no ItH1ian now 
who remembers any circumstance that occurred in 1854. 

1\Ir. HADLEY. I will state to the gentleman from Illinois 
that I · attended a meeting at which tltere were many of these 
Indians present who discussed their cases. I introdnc('r1 n 
companion bill to this in the House, and I am somewhat fa
miliar : with the subject. The senior Senator from my State 

: wa.S alsp pr~sent at this meeting, and at that time there were 
two Indians present, very old ones, concerning whom it wa~ 

.. ,·. 
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stated they were present at the time of the negotiation of one 
of the treaties mentioned in this bill. . 

1\fr. 1\I.Al'I.TN of Illinois. What is the use of saying you are 
going to decide legal rights by the recollection of a man who 
was a 10-year-old boy 70 years ago? The gentleman says 60, 
but it is 70, or it is nearer 70 than it is 60. . . 

1\Ir. HADLEY. The gentleman undoubtedly has had experi
ence in the trial of cases where men testified of their recollec
tion of matters that occurred when they wet·e 10 or 20 years 
~q~ I 

1\Ir. MANN of Illinois. Nobody. pays any attention to the 
recollection of what a 10-year-old boy remembers ·60 or 70 
years after the occm·rence about "rl legal matter. 

1\Ir. HADLEY. I desire to say that the Indians of whom 
I spoke were at least 20 years of age, or perhaps older th'an 
that, at the time of the negotiation of the treaty. They were 
quit old, it is true, but seemed to be quite in po session of 
their natural powers. 

l\Ir. l\!ANN of Illinois. Here is the situation: White settlers 
got the Goy-ernment to make a treaty with the Indians. And 
usually the Government is very 'fair. · The white settlers 
grabbed the land under the treaty which the Gove1·nment is 
supposed to pay for in some way, and then after awhile the 
Indians living in the same community want to ha\e a claim 
against the Government, and both unite in an effort to raid 
the Federal Treasury. The Go¥ernment has made nothing 
out of it. 

l\Ir. KELLY of Pennsylvania. The gentleman does not con
tend that those who were unjustly treated unde1· the treaty 
have not a right to present their claims? 

:'\ll:r. l\IANN of Illinois. Well, I do not have very much faith 
in claims of ill treatment now that was had 60 or 70 years 
ago, when no one knows what constitutes them and which 
claims have never been presented to anybody. Usually those 
things result from a vivid imagination as to what took place 
and what people now think ought to have taken place. These 
clnims are 60 or 70 years old and ney-er were presented, and 
there is not very much to them. 

l\Ir. KELLY of Pennsylvania. The gentleman knows they 
could not have been presented. The only place to present them 
is to Congress. 

l\lt·. l\IANN of Illinois. Oh, no. The gentleman is mistaken. 
We have any number of claims presented here that have been 
pre ·ented to the Department of the Interior, that have beep. _ 
argued and pushed and urged and presented to committees 
ot Congress in the same way for many years past. Here is a 
claim in no way defined. It lets half a dozen tribes of Indians 
bring any suit they please against the United States upon what 
they say is an equitable claim. - I think we ought to ha\e more 
information. I do not know whether they ought to ha¥e the 
right to bring a ~ suit or not. 

1\IL'. 'VALSH. Is the gentleman referring to the vi>id imag
inn tion of the Indian or of the attorney who represents him? 

Mt·. ?!1ANN of Illinois. I refer to the y-i\·id imagination of any
lJody at 80 years of age who undertakes to tell what a legal 
propo ition was when he was 10 years old. 

Mr. RHODES. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yieltl? 
l\IL'. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
Mt·. RHODES. I would like to inquire of the gentl~rnan ft·om 

'Vasllington [Mr. HADLEY] how it came about that so -small u 
homestead as 7 acres was allotted, as seems to have been done 
in this case? I never heard of an allotment for homestead pur
po. ·e:-; of so small an amotmt of land a 7 acres to any person. 
I would like to know how it came about in this case. 

lHt·. HADLEY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [l\11·. 
K ELt.Yl has the hearings in his hand ai)d he may IJe able to 
answer that question by reference to them. 

::\Ir. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Gov. Stevens, who made the 
five treaties, promised to these Indians sufficient land for a 
home ; but when the allotment was finally made there was not 
enough land for all the Indians at that time, but only enough 
land to give them 7.05 acres apiece, which, as the gentleman 
knows, is not sufficient ground for a farm home. That is all 
they were able to allot at that time. Since- that time a certain 
tract has been set aside which would enable the Indians to have 
the 80 acres provided for in the Omaha treaty if we can get the 
aujndication in the courts. 

1\lt·. l\IANN of Illinois. The O'entlernan from Pennsyl\'ania 
says he underst~ds that these Indians gave up 1,800 acres 
apiece, but there was not land to gh·e them more than-7 acres 
apiece. The question is, What became of the 1,793 acres? It 
has not been settled upon. A large share of it is not settled on 
yet. Much less was settled upon when the allotment was made 
immediately following the treaty. 

1\fr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. When tltis ·anotriient was ·made 
the Indians were to haYe 80 acres apiece. Finally, t11ey got only 

7 acre , !Jut were again p;-omise<l that tltey would receive what 
had been promised under the treaty. . · · 

Mr. MANN of Illinois. The promise may have been made, bnt 
there was no promise made in the treaty. I have a good deal of 
confidence iii the judgment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
who has not had quite as much experience about Indian claims 
as I have, and I wish he would take this bill back and recon
sider the subject and find out what these claims are. If we knew 
what we were doing, I do not know that I woulcl have any ob
jection, but really I do not like legislating in the dark, as we 
are doing here. 

l\Ir. KELLY of Pennsyly-ania. I will say to the gentleman 
that I am in agreement with him on many of these Indian 
claim bills, and I have objected to several of them and- pre
vented their consideration by unanimous consent. I do think 
this is a little different from some of those with which the 
Indian Committee has dealt at different times. It appears, as 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH] describes it, a 
pitiful case, and it seems to me advisable that action should be 
taken at this time. Of course, if the gentleman objects, the 
Indian Committee will endeavor to go further into this matter. 

Mr. PARRISH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
Mr. PARRISH. I would like to ask a question for informa

tion. I notice in the bill that you are offering-Senate bill 
157-you provide that they shall bring their suits in the Cour·t 
of Claims within five years from the date of the pas ·age of this 
act. 

1\Ir. KELLY of Pennsyh'ania. That amendment was put in 
nt the recommendation of the Secretary of the Interior, I will 
say to the gentleman. 

Mr. PARRISH. That bill, I notice, is reported favorably by 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

1\Ir. KELLY of Pennsyly-ania. Yes; by the House committee. 
l\Ir. PARRISH. I notice that the bill H. R. 10103 contains 

this proviso: 
Pt·ov ided, That suits l>e institute(} within three vears from the date 

of this act. · 
The original provision was fiye years. The committee 

amended it and made it three years. Why did the Committee 
on Indian Affairs make it five years in one case and three 
years in another? 

1\Ir. KELLY of Pennsylvania. The reason was that this bill 
deals with a number of bands and tribes of Indians, 71 in all, 
who speak different languages. They ha\e a kind of dialect of 
some 80 varieties up there, and as a result it bas been very 
difficult to get at the facts which the gentleman from Illinois 
[1\Ir·. l\lAl'IN] is anxious to have. Therefore it wa-· thought best 
to ha.Ye a longer period in which these claims should be filed 
than in a case where a certain tribe forming one homogeneous 
whole wa.: concerned and where the same language was spoken 
by all. 

1\Ir. PARRISH. I will sny that these claims appear to be 
rather old, and there ought to IJe some arrangement by whieh 
they would be forced to submit them to tile Court of Claim::;, 
the snme as in the other bill. 

l\Ir. KELLY of Pennsyly-ania. This bill twice passed tile · Sen~ 
ate. Protection is provided for the Government, because it pro
\ides that the court shall consider and determine any I ega l nnd 
equitable defenses, set-offs, and counterclaims. The gentleman 
from Illinois knows that that is not exactly the same language 
used in other bill~. In some cases it is proyided that gratuities 
be considered. Jt is fair, in the judgment of the Senate Com
mittee and the Hou e Committee on Indian Affairs, and is 
brought here with the idea that it is a just measure, ·which wilL 
give these Indians a square deal-nothing more antl nothing 
less. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objec-ti Jn? 
l\Ir. l\IANN. I object. 
The 'PEAKEH. ~rhe Clerk will report the next bill. 

CLAIMS OF CHOCTAW, CHICKASAW, CHEROKEE, CREEK, A ~o SKMlNOLE 
I!\-niANS. 

The next busines · on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was 
the bill {H. n. 10103) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court 
of Claims to hear, examine, consider, and adjudicate claims 
which the Choctaw, Chickasaw, Cherokee, Creek, ancl Seminole 
Indians may haYe against the United States. and for other pm·
poses. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
l\Ir. WALSH. l\Ir. Speaker, I ask that the bill be reported. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report tbe !Jill. 
The bill was read, as follows : . 
Be it enacted, etc., That jurisdiction be, and-is hereby, conferrPd upon 

tb.e Court of Claims to bear, examine, consider, and adjudicate any 
and all claims arising under or growing out of any treaty stipulation or 
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agreement of the United States with the Dhoctaw, Chickasaw, Chel'okee, 
Creek, or Seri:linole ' Indlan Nations or Tribes. or .any act of Congress, or 
of the executive departments, · affecting their property, :lands, or funds, 
whicll said Choctaw, Chickasaw, Chero"kee, •Creek, or Seminole Indian 
Nati"Ons or Tribes, or -any band or organized group ·of •Cherokee Indians 

·· or · enrolled individual Indian II!€1Ilbers <>f .aforesaid Indian nati.ons, or 
'their heirs, m.ay have against 'the United States~ and which claims 'have 
not . 1leret6fore been determined or :adjudicatea: Provided, That sa:id 
Court of Claims shall also hear, examine, consider, and adjudicate any 
claims which the United States may have ·against said Indian nations 
or tribes, "bands, groups, or individual claimants : Provided tu1-ther, 

· That the suits be instituted within five years from date .of approval of 
-this act : PI"'Vided also~ 'That from decisions o.f ·the Ootrrt of Claims in 
said suits appeals may oe taken as in other cases to the Sup:reme Court 
of the United States. . 

The Court of Claims shall have "full autbority by proper orders and 
process to bring in and make parties to such suits any or all persons 
deemed by it necessary or proper to the final determination ·of the mat
ters in controversy. 

The claim or claims of each of said Indian nations, n·ibes, ·bands, 
groups, or individual Indians, .as the ·case ·may be, shall be :pTesented 
separately or jointly by petition in the Court of Claims, and such action 
shall make the petitioner party plaintlfi or "Plaintiffs and the 'Uni:ted 
States party defendant. Such ·petition •on the part of any such nation or 
tribe shall be -,rerified by the attorney or attorneys employed to l>rose
cute such daim or claims under conti:act or contracts with the prin
cipal chief or governor of the nation ot· tribe interested and approved 
by the Secretary of the Interior, and on the part of any 'band, group, 
or individual Indians by the attorney or a-ttorneys em:ployed by them, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

A copy of the petition shall in eacn case ·be served upon the Attorney 
General of the United States, and he -or £Orne attorney fi"-.om the Depart
ment of Justice, to be designated by 1lim, is hereby directed to ap:pear 
and defend the interests of the United States in said cases. 

Any payment heretofore made by the United States on account of any 
claim sued upon may be pleaded as a set-off to any such daim, but m.ay 
not be pleaded as an estoppel. 

.Any and all claims against the United States within the purvi-ew of 
· this act shall be forever barred unless suit be instituted or petition filed 
in the Court of Claims within five years from the dat-e ~f approval of 
this act, as provided herein. Upon the final determination of any suit 
or action instituted under this act tbe Court of Claims shall decree such 
·amount or amounts as it shall find reasonable to }lay tne attorney or 
attorneys employed therein by an:y of the above-named "Indian nations, 
tribes, bands, or groups, or individual Indians f.or their -se:rvices a~d 
expenses, -and in no case shall the aggregate amounts d~creed b:y sa1d 
Court of Claims be in excess of the amount or amounts stipulated m the 
contract of employment, or in excess of a sum equal to 15 per cent o'f 
the amount of recovery against the United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
3\ir. WALSH. Reserving the right to object, I should like 

to ask somebody interested in the measure to give me som~ 
idea of bow much money is involved in tbis 'l-egislation i1 lt 
becomes a law. I understand these tribes -are not very well 
fi.xed financially. I assume that some of these claims may 
involve considerable sums of money. 

1\Ir. HASTINGS. If the gentleman from Massachusetts will 
permit me, I will "take time enough to make n very brief state
ment . 

.Mr. W .ALSH. I wish tlle gentleman would do that. 
l\Ir. HASTINGS. \Vhen this bill was first introduced, some 

two years ago, it provided orrly that the Cherokees might bring 
suit. The reason for that was that the affairs of the Cherokee 
Tribe were completely wound up. Their rolls were completed, 
their lands allotted, their moneys individualized, and all paid 
out. They stood in the relation to the Government of a wa!d 
to ills guardian after the ward becomes of age. When the 
ward arrives at his legal majority, in every ·state of the Union, 
so far as I know, he has a right to inspect the final report of 
the guardian and to file any protest against any item that the 
court allows the guardian, and to nave that heard 'before the 
court with the right of ·app-eal to some other comt. "That was 
the position that the Cherokees were in. As I have stated, 
their affairs have been wound up. In 1898 you passed what 
was known as the Curtis bill. You took charge of their lands 
and moneys-all of their funds. You paid th~m out of your 
Treasury. \Vhat we want to do is, ·now that theh· affairs ·are 
wound up, now that the tribe is about ready to ·go out of exist
ence now that the minor is of age, we want to inspect the 
books of the Government of the United Stat-es. \Ve want to 
,examine the report of our guardian and see if there is any
tbina we want to object to, and we want the right to go .into 
vouro cowi:s nnd present any objection, with the right of appeal 
to the Supreme Court of the United States. . 

Tl1is bill did not pass last year. There carne a new sesswn 
of Congress. In the meantime legislation b.ad been passed here 
winding up the affairs of the Creeks and the Seminoles. The 
gentleman may not be so familiar with it, but there is a clause 
in the Indian appropriation bill of last year pxoviding for the 
winding up of the affairs of. those tribes. The q~eeks ~d 
Seminoles ·were added to the bill so as not to make two b-1tes 
of a cherry." 

When the bill was refen-ed to the Interior Department fo-r a 
report the department thought that, inasmuch as the affairs of 
the Choctaws and Chickasaws were going to be wound up 
shortly, they ought to be added, and a new bill was introduced 

to cover them. That is the reason w.hy this legislation .has 
been introduced. 

.I can not tell the gentleman how much may be lnvolved or 
how much these .Indians may think :the ·Government of the 

. United. States owes them ox how many :mistakes have been 
made, or whether any mistakes !have been :made. l am sarry 
-t:t.at I can not be a:ny more aefinite. But now tnat the affairs 
of ·these tribes are in CO'U.L'Se :of 'being wauna up, they feel that 
i:hey ought to .have the right to go into -yom own com·ts, and, :in 
the event that they find that any errors ha-\e been made or that 
-you owe them any money, that the matters may be settled 
definitely and firullly, once. illld. for all. 'IT'hat is. sho-..vn in the 
letter by the department to ·senator OwEN, -which is embodie.a 
in this report, found on -page 3. I sho11ld like to r.rutcl to _.the 
gentleman jusf two paragraphs from it, a.lthotl"'h the letter is 
accessible to .anrbody who wants to read it in full. 

Claims ·of "Indian tribes against the United States aTe constant1y 
being brought to my attention by not only the Indians interested but 
by .requests ·for reports on bills in Congress providing for submission 
of ihe claim of some particular tribe to the Court of Claims for adjudi· 
cation. . 

If the Cherokee, Creek, or Seminole Indian Nations, or tribes, or aDJ' 
recognized band or gronp thereof, or .any individual Indian, believe 
ihey have, under treaty stipulations or agreements of the United States 
with said Indian nations or tribes, or under .acts of Congress relating 
to Indian ·affairs, any valid •claims against the United States~ it -seems 
to me that jt would be :no more than just that such claims should be 
referred to the Court of "Cla"ims -to be beard and ·adjudicated. 

It is quite evident that ·the llndians will .not be s::~;tisfied .untn they 
have their day in court, and the constant agitation of these ·claims is 
.a bar to the satisfactory adminish·ation and · final settlement ·of Indinn 
affairs . 

Without passing upon the merit of ·the various claims, 1 see no oujec
tion to conferring jurisdiction upon the ·Court of Claims to hear and 
determine any claims which the Cherokee, Creek, or Seminole Indians 
may ha-ve against the United States under treaty stipulations or· act 
of Congress relating io Indian affaix.s. 

Now, with reference 'Eo this paTtieu'lar bill: After It 'vas in· 
trodueed and referred to the deparbnent fo1· ·a report the a.e
'Partment reeornmeniled 'certain amendments, ·and you will see 
that all of those amendments were adopted hy the committee. 
·Every amendment that was suggested hy the Interior Depart
ment was in the nature of a protection to the Government, and 
every ~mendment was adopted by the Committee on In(lian 
Affairs and is embodied in this bill. ' 

1\fr. WALSH. Will the gentleman state what the ·department 
means by saying that the lack of i:his legislation interferes with 
-the administration of the business of the Bu-reau of Indian 
Affairs? 

Mr. HASTINGS. The department unquestionably means that 
the representations ·by the Indians that fhe department was in 
€-rror in allowing fhis amount or that amount, or any -amount, 
take up more or less time -of the department, and that it would 
l:le better to refer all of these matters to ·a court to which ·the 
Indians could go and where the Government itself would be 
represented by the Attorney General, with the right of appeal, 
so fhat these matters could all be settled once and for all. 

Mr. WALSH. The gentleman states ·that the aifairs of sev· 
eral of these ·tribes are about being wound up. The effect of 
this legislation would be to keep tbose affairs from bei..IJ,g wound 
up, would it not? 

l\Ir. HASTINGS. No; this wfl1 'be like going into court and 
examining the final report of a guardian. 

Mr. W AJ~SH. There could not be any ·final report--
.l\1r. HASTINGS. If the final report is · 0. K'd, then that 

ends it. 
Mr. W A.L-SH. But if it ls not 0. K'd, then what? 
1\Ir. HASTINGS. Then, if the Government ·of the United 

States, through its own court, says that report ougl1t not to be 
D. K'd, that the Government is in error, that it owes thes~ In· 
dians certain amounts, aud 1f the court gives judgment against 
the Government, does not the gentleman from Massachusetts 
believe that in equity and good conscience the Go\ernment ought 
to pay those amounts to the Indians? 

1\Ir. WALSH. No; I do not believe that at all. 
1\Ir . .HASTINGS. On tbe other hand, if in the admini-stration 

of Indian affairs the Government through its officers violated 
treaty provisions, paid out money it was not entit1ed to pay out, 
the Indians -protesfing against it, powerless to resist it, the gen
tleman does not believe tb.at the Indians ought to have the .right 
to go into your own court -and have their matters decided by a 
court of competent jurisdiction? 

'l\Ir. WALSH. Oh, I have not said that. 
1\Ir. 1\IAl"'\TN of illinois. If the gentleman will yield I would 

like to ask where are these Indians located.! 
Mr. HASTI:NGS. The gentleman from Illinois knows as weU 

-as I do that they -are located in the State of ·Oklahoma. 
Mr. ~"N of lllinois. I ~m under tile impression that some 

are located in Florida and some in Mississippi. 

( 
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1\lr. HASTINGS. Tlw gentleman is in error about that. 
1\lr . . l\IA.~~ of Illinoi:s. In what respect-where is there any 

limitation? . 
Mr. HASTINGS. This confines them to the em·olled members 

of these tribes, and therefore they would have to be in Oklahoma. 
'Ve were very careful to see that that provision was in there. I 
will call the gentleman's attention to the exact language if he 
wishes. 

l\Ir. 1\IANN of Illinois. ·Wel1, let us see about that. It pro
vides: 

That jurisdiction be, and is hereby, conferred upon the Court of Claims 
to hear, examine, consider, , and adjudicate any and all claims arising 
undet· or growing out of any treaty stipulation or agreement of the 
Unitell States with the Choctaw, Chickasaw, Cherokee, Creek, or .Semi· 
note Indian Nations or Tribes, or any act of Congress, in relation to 
Indian a1Iairs1 which said Choctaw, Chickasaw, Cherokee, Creek, or Semi
nole Indian Nations or Tribes, or any band or organized group of Choc
taw, Chickasaw, Cherokee, Greek, or. Seminole Ind!ans or enrolled ~di
vidual Indian members of aforesaid Indian nabons, or their heirs, 
may have against the United States and which claims have not hereto
fore been determined or adjudicated. 

Now, there are a lot of Indians in Mississippi who are Choc
taws or Cherokees--

1\lr. HASTINGS. Choctaws. 
1\lr. 1\IA.NN of Illinois. 'VI10 ha Ye been making a bitter fight 

in Congress for many years to get from the Choctaws of Okla
homa a part of the land which was conveyed to the Oklahoma 
Choctaws. I do not see why this bill does not confer upon the 
Choctaws of Mississippi the right to sue the Government of the 
United States aml set up the claim that the Government con
n•yed to the Choctaws of Oklahoma money or and which they 
coinend did belong to them, and that now the Government 
should reimburse U1em, notw·ithstand.ing the Government paid 
out the moue~· . 

l\!1·. HASTil\"GS. I feel sure that that consteuction could not 
be placeu on the lnn~uage ir> the bill. 

l\lr. ~L"-.l\"X of Illinois. I am sure that that con trnction 
wouhl IJe placed on the language in the bill. 

1\Ir. HASTINGS. I am satisfied that the gentleman is mis
taken. It refer· to the Choctaws, Chickasaws, Cherokees, 
Creek .. , or Seminole Indians, or enrolled individual Indian 
members of the afore aid nations, which means a subdivision 
of theRe tribes. Yon haYe fiye tribes in Oklahoma. It refers 
to the tribes as a whole or a group or part of them. 

'Ye are l\' illing to accept any kind of an amendment that will 
make that clear because no man on the Indian Committee or 
intere. ted in the bill ever had the slighte t thought that the 
language would permit Inuians outside of Oklahoma to come 
in under this bill. We say the five b·ibe · in Oklahoma, nam
ing them, or a part of the tribes, and these Choctaws in l\Iis
sissippi not being a part of the tribe, they could not come in. 
It couiLl not include the Choctaws or Chickasaws or Cherokees 
outsitle of Oklahoma. · We guaruecl, a· we thought, in this 
langua~e so that they could not bring that suit. 

Mr. l\lANN of Illinois. I do not think the committee ever 
thon~ht about this proposition, so it takes my frienu from 
Oklahoma by surprise. 

l\lr. HASTINGS. I beg the gentleman's pardon, but the gen
tleman is mistaken. H~ has not taken me by surprise; we 
thoug-ht about that and uiscusseu it. As a matter of fact, I 
will r-;ay to the gentleman that my colleague from Oklahoma 
[1\'Ir. CARTER] took the bill up with me, and we especially dis
cus. ·etl it with this particular thing in view before this was 
reported to the House. 

Mr. MANN of Illinois. I have the highest respect for the two 
gentlemen from Oklahoma, but after the gentleman's statement 
I haye a little less respect for their judgment than I had before. 

l\Ir. HASTINGS. I am very sorry for that. 
l\ll'. MANN of Illinois. Because ihe first description in here 

is merely a description of the Indian tribes which ruaue the 
treaty, that is all. It provides for claims arising or growing 
out of any treaty stipulation or agreement with the United 
States with the Choctaw, Chickasaw, Cherokee, Creek, or Semi
nole Indian tribes. There is no question but that tht' treaty 
which was made in Mississippi was a treaty which covered all 
the Choctaw Indians. Th!'l.t is only a description of the charac
ter of the treaty. Now, you bring in a bill which says "or any 
band or organized group of Choctaw, Chickasaw, Cherokee, 
Creek, or Seminole Indians, m· enrolled individual Indian mem
ber· of the aforesaid Indian nations or their heirs," and so 
forth, may bring suit. 

l\Tr. HASTINGS. Of the .fixe tribes. 
l\Ir. 1\l.Al\TN of Illinois. It doe not say anything about the 

fi\'e tribes. It does not say anything about Oklahoma. It does 
not .-ay that this band or organization or group shall have an 
exiRti ug organization. Under tills provision of the bill the Mis
sls. ippi Choctaw:::;, the Florida. Seminolt's, the Louisiana Chero-

kees:.cawa\l.bring ·suit against the G~vernment and CQu_lll chrim 
that they were not enrolled, and the Government has to defend 
that suit, and, if it could not defend it successfully, under the 
treaty they would have to pay them, although they have paiu 
somebody else the money. I think the bill ought to go over. 

Mr. HASTINGS. I am perfectly willing to have the language 
stricken out and accept any an;1endment to make it absolutely 
clear that only organized groups or bands who are members of 
the tribe in Oklahoma. That '\\"1l.S the intention of the com
mittee, and that is the construction that we placed upon it. I 
contend that is the only legitimate construction that can be 
placed upon it, because those groups or bands must be part of 
the whole that is described in this. bill. 

1\Ir. l\IANN of Illinois. Here is a further proposition, to let 
any member of these tribes in Oklal1oma bring suit against the 
Government-any member. That is opening the door pretty 
wide. Nobody knows what suits may be brought up. You could 
bring a suit against the Government because a man lost his 
leg, though torts are barred here, and the ordinary individual 
can not bring suit against the GoYernment for any such things. 
This would permit these Indians to bring suits against the 
Government for a tort. 

l\Ir. HASTINGS. I think tlle construction of the language 
in relation to Indian affairs as to which suit may be brought 
would limit it to that. Of course, you could not bring a suit 
for individual damages such as the gentleman describes. 

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Why not? 
1\lr. HASTINGS. Because it is not permitted under the terms 

of the bill, as the gentleman will see if he reads it closely. They 
must be snits growing out of mattet·s in relation with Indian 
affairs. 

l\fr. 1\lA...L"\"~ of Illinoi~. The gentleman may be right about 
that. 

1\lr. HASTINGS. And with reference to the former objec
tion, it is specifically understood that no Indian who is not a 
member of the five tribes, or any group that is not a. part cf 
the fiye tribes, can not bring these suits. 

1\lr.· 1\IA.l\'N-of Illinois. They have as much right to })ring 
suit against the Government as members of these tribes have. 
They were ju t as much the warus of the Government at one 
time as the Oklahoma Indians were, and more so. · 

Mr. HASTINGS. Ye ; but their wardship ceased 50 or 60 
years ago. 

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Oh, we are just apprOl)l'iating money 
on the ground that we are still their guardians. 

l\Ir. HASTINGS. Oh, that i · a pure gratuity. 
l\Ir. 1\IANN of Illinois: And it came from t11e C01umittee on 

Indian Affairs. 
1\Ir. HASTINGS. It is a pure gratuity. 
l\Ir. l\lAJ\~ of Illinois. Gratuity nothing! '\hy do you 

grant a gratuity? Because of some obligation that you assume. 
We nO\Y propo ·e to build schoolhouse and drag them out of 
the public schools of Mississippi which they are now attentl
ing with success, where they want to go-for I ha-ve heard 
from a number of them on the subject-and force them to 
go into some 1n1hlic school run by the Indian Bureau, whNe 
they do not wnnt to go. I think I shall ask to have this bill 
go OYer. 

l\Ir. HASTINGS. l\Ir. Speaker, would the ~ gentlernan have 
any objection· to letting it go over without prejudice. 

1\lr. l\1_\.NN of Illinois. Oh, I hnYe never any objection to a 
bill remaining on the calendar. 

1\Ir. HASTINGS. l\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous con ent 
that the bill be passed over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

TRANSFEr:. OF Sl.J-nPLuS MOTOR-PROPELLED YEHICLES. 

l\Ir. l\IcKENZIE. 1\Ir. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill S. 3037, with an amendment, striking out all 

·after the enacting clause and inserting in lieu thereof the fol
lowing, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The SPEAKER. 'Ille gentleman from Illinois moves to sus
pend the rules and pass with an amendment the Senate bill 

. 3037, which the Clerk will report. 
l\Ir. WALSH. 1\Ir. Speaker, I think we would better have a 

quorum here if we are going to pass bills by suspension of the 
rules. I make the point of order that there is no quorum 
present. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman from Massachusetts makes 
the point of order that there is no quorum pre:ent. EYidently 
there is not. 

Mr. MANN of Illinois. l\lr. Speaker, I move a call of the 
House. 

A call of the House was ordered. 
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The Clerk called the roll, and the following :Members failed 
to answer to their names: 
Andrews, Md. Dent Kleczka. 
Antbony Dooling Knutson 
Bacharach Dyer Kreider 
Barkley Eagan Langley 
Blackmon Edmonds Larsen 
Booher Elliott Lazaro 
Brand Esch Lesber 
Britten Ferris McClintic 
Brumbaugh Fields McGlennon 
Burke Focbt McKiniry 
Butler Fordney McKinley 
Caldwell Fuller, Mass. McLane 
Campbell, Kans. Gallagher MacGregor 
Campbell, Pa. Ganly Maher 
Cannon Garland Maun, S. C. 
Caraway Garrett Martin 
Carew Goldfogle Mead 
Clark, Fla. Gould Minahan, N. J. 
Clark, Mo. Graham, Pa. Moore, Va. 
Cleary Hamill Mott 
Cooper Hamilton Neely 
Copley Haugen Nicholls, S.C. 
Costello Hill O'Connell 
Crago Hutchinson Parker 
Cramton Johnson, Wash. Pell 
Cullen Johnston, N. Y. Porter 
Curry, Calif. Juul Pou 
Darrow Kennedy, Iowa Radcliffe 
Davey Kennedy, R.I. Rainey, Ala. 
Dempsey Kettner Rainey, H. T. 

Reavis 
Riordan 
Rowan. 
Rowe 
Sanders, N. Y. 
Saunders, Va. 
Scball 
Scully 
Sears 
Siegel 
Sims 
Smith, N.Y. 
Snyder 
Stevenson 
Sullivan 
Taylor, Ark. 
Towner 
Vare 
Vinson 
Walters 
Ward 
Watkins 
Watson 
Whaley 
Williams 
Wilson, Ill. 
Winslow 
Wright 

The SPEAKER. . On this vote 313 Members have answered 
to their names; a quorum is present. 

Mr. :MANN of illinois. 1\fr. Speaker, I move to dispense with 
further proceedings under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will open the doors. The 

gentleman from Illinois [Mr. McKENZIE] has moved to suspend 
the rules and pass a Senate bill with an amendment, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Mr. McKENZIE moves to suspend tbe rules and pass the bill S. 3037, 

with an amendment striking out all after the enacting clause of the 
Senate bill and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

"That tbe Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to transfer such motor-propelled vehicles and motor equipment, 
including spare parts, pertaining to the Military Establishment as are 
or may hereafter be found to be surplus and no longer required for mili
tary purposes, to (a) the Department of Agriculture, for use in the im
provement of highways and roads undE!r the provisions of section 7 of 
the act approved February 28, 1919, entitled 'An act making appropria
tions for the service of the Post Office Department ·for the fiscal year 
1920, and for other purposes' : Prov-ided, however, That no more motor
propelled vehicles, motor equipment, and other- war material, equip
ment, and supplies. the transfer of which is authorized in this act, shall 
be trausferred to the Department of Agriculture for the purposes named 
in section 7 of said act than said Department of Agriculture shall cer
tify can be efficiently used for such purposes within a reasonable time 
·after sucb transfer; (b) the Post Office Department for use in the 
transmission of mails; and (c) the Treasury Department, for the use 
of the PubUc Health Service under the provisions of section 3 of the 
act approved March 3, 1919, entitled 'An act to authorize the Secretary 
of tbe Treasury to provide hospital and sanatorium facilities for dis
charged sick and disabled soldiers, sailors. and marines.' 

" SEC. 2. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed 
to transfer to the Department of Agriculture, under the provisions of 
section 7 of the act approved February 28, 1919, entitled 'An act mak
ing appropriations for the service of the Post Office Department for 
the fiscal year 1920, and for other purposes,' for use in the improve
ment of highways and roads, as therein provided, the following war 
material, equipment, and supplies pertaining to the Military Establish
ment as are or may hereafter be found to be surplus and not required 
for military purposes, to wit, road rollers, graders, and oilers; sprinkling 
wagons; concrete mixers ; deuicks ; pile-driver outfits complete; air 
and s team drill ou.tfits; centrifugal aud diaphragm pumps with power ; 
rock crushers; clamshell and orange-peel buckets; road scarifiers; cater
pillar and drag-line excavators; plows; cranes; trailers; rubber and 
steam hose; asphalt plants : steam shovels ; dump wagons ; hoisting 
engines; air-compressor outfits with power; boilers ; drag, Fresno, and 
wheel scrapers ; stump pullers ; wheelbarrows ; screening plants ; wagon 
leaders; blasting machines ; hoisting cable; air hose; corrugated-metal 
culverts; explosives and exploders ; engineers' transits, levels, tapes. and 
similar supplies and equipment; drafting machines; planimeters; fabri
cated bridge materials; industrial railway equipment; conveyors, gravity 
and power ; donkey en~ines; corrugated-metal roofing; steel and iron 
pipe ; wagons and similar equipment and supplies such as are used 
directly for road-building purposes. 

"SEc. 3. That the Secretary of War is also hereby authorized and di
rected to transfer to the Department of Agriculture, for the use of the 
Fores t Service, such telephone supplies pertaiuing to the Military Es
tablishment which have been found to be surplus and no longer re
quired for military purposes and are needed for tbe present use of the 
said service. 

"SEC. 4. That fr eight charges incurred in the transfer of the property. 
provided for in this act sball not be def.rayed by the War Department, 
and if .the War Department shall load any of said property for ship
ment tbe expense of said loading shall be reimbursed the War Depart
ment by the department to which the property is transferred by an ad
justment of the appropriations of tbe two departments: Provided, how
ever, That any State r eceiving any of said property for use in the 
improvement of public bighw~.ys shall, as to the property it receives, 
pay to the Department of Agr1cu1ture the amount of 20 per cent of the 
estimated value of said property, as fixed by the Secretary of Agri
culture or under his direction, against. which sum the said State may 
set off all freight charges paid ·by it on the · shipment of said property, 
not to exceed, however, said 20 per cent. 

" SEc. 5. That the title to said vehicles and equipment shall be aud re
main vested in tbe State for use in tbe improvement of tbe public bigh
waysi and no such vehicles aud equipment in serviceable condition shall 
be sod or tbe title to the same transferred to any individual, company.:, 
or corporation. . 

"SEc. 6. T~a.t .the provisions of the act of July 16, 1914 (38 Stat., 
p. 454), prohibttiug the expenditure of appropriations by any of the 
execut1ve departments or other Government establishments for the 
maintenance, repair, or operation of motor-propelled or borse-drawn 
passenger-carrying vehicles in the absence of specific statutory au
tbority, shall not apply to vebicles transferred, or hereafter to be 
transferred, by the Secretary of War to the Department of Agriculture 
for the use of the department under the provisions of this act or under 
the provisions of section 7 of tbe act of February 28, 1919' referred 
to in section 1 bereof: Provided, howev er, That nothing in' this act 
contained sball be held or construed to modify, amend, or repeal the 
provisions of the last proviso under tbe item entitled • Contingencies 
of the Army,' as contained in the act entitled 'An act making appro
priations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30 
1920, and for other purposes,' approved July 11, 1919, except as to 
direction for the transfer of those articles enumerated in section 2 
hereof." 

Also by amending the title to read as follows: 
"An act to authorize the Secretary of War to transfer certain surplus 

motor-propelled vehicles and motor equipment and road-making material 
to various services and dE-partments of tbe Government, and for the use 
of the St11-tes.." 

The SPEUER. Is a second demanded? 
l\1r. HARRISON. l\1r. Speaker, I demand a second. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia demands a 

second. 
l\fr. McKENZIE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 

a second may be considered as ordered. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 

Ohair hears none. The gentleman f1·om Illinois is entitled to 
20 minutes and the gentleman from Virginia is entitled io 20 
minutes. 

l\fr. McKENZIE. 1\Ir. Speaker, I shall only detain the House 
for a few moments. The first attempt to distribute the surplus 
automobiles in the hands of the War Department-was made in 
the Post Office appropriation bill making appropriations for 
the year 1920. A little later that provision was modified by a 
section in the sundry civil bill and later on another modification 
was inserted in the niilitary appropriation bill for the same year. 
These three provisions aU being in the law led to great confu
sion. The department heads finally called upon the Judge Ad
vocate G€neral for an opinion. He rendered an opinion which 
was not very satisfactory, so they called upon the Attorney 
General of the United States for an . opinion. He rendered an 
opinion, both of which opinions are found in the report upon this 
bill. Now, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, this bill 
is an attempt after many months of argument to harmonize the 
variou_s provisions of law and make it possible for the War De
partment to turn over to the Department of Agriculture the 
thousands of dollars worth of surplus roadmaking material now 
on hand and to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to distribute 
that surplus to the various States under the provisions of the 
law enacted some years ago governing the building of higlnvays 
in the various States. 

1\.1r. LANHAM. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\fr. McKENZIE. I do. 
Mr. LANHAM. I understand the present provision of law 

permits the use of these trucks and other road-making vehicles 
only on roads on which Federal aiel is given. Now, under the 
prGvisions of this law when these vehicles are distributed to the 
States can they be used for general road-making purposes 
whether Federal aid is being given for the project or not? 

1\fr. McKENZIE. It is understood by Members of the com
mittee that when the machines are turned over to the States 
the title vesta in the States, and they will have absolute control 
over these various machines without interference on the part of 
the Federal Government. 

1\fr. LANHAl\1. And they can be useti upon roads that even 
are not being contributed to by Federal aid in their cons truc
tion? 

Mr. McKENZIE. I would assume so. 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Will the gentlemn.n yield? 
Mr. McKENZIE. I will. 
1\Ir. NEWTON of Minnesota. As I understand it these dif

ferent articles, the property of the Government, are eventually 
turned over to the States and become the property of the States. 
Now, do the States pay anything to the Federal Government at 
all for the property? 

1\.1r. McKENZIE. I was just coming to that. 
Mr. NEWTON of l\finnesota. If the gentleman will kindly 

explain. 
Mr. McKENZIE. If the gentleman will permit, section 4 of 

this bill provides that the respective States shall pay to the 
Secretary of Agriculture 20 per cent of the estimated value of 
the various articles ttll·ned over to the States as estimated 
under the direction of the Secretary of Agriculture. . 
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l\lr. BEE. Will the gentleman yield? 
-1\Ir. l\IcKEl~ZIE. But the States have the right of setting 

off against the 20 per cent whatever freight charges they ~3;Y 
have to pay in having these articles delivered, inasm~ch as 1t lS 
provided in the bill that the War Department shall not be 
responsible for the payment of freight. 

l\1r. BEE. \Viii the gentleman yield for a question? 
l\fr. McKENZIE. Yes. 
1\Ir. BEE. I do not want to interrupt the gentleman if he 

has a general statement to make in connection with the sub
ject--

1\Ir. McKENZIE. No; go right ahead. 
Mr. BEE. As I understand the Senate has passed this bill? 
Mr. McKENZIE. The Senate has passed a certain bill. 
l\lr. BEE. And now tlle House is substituting everything 

after the enacting clause? 
Mr. McKENZIE. Yes. 
Mr. BEE. Now, would it disturb the gentleman's argument 

very briefly to state the difference between the Senate and the 
House bill, in order that Members may understand? 

Mr. McKENZIE. I will say to the gentleman from Texas 
that perhaps the most important difference between the two 
bills is section 4 of the House bill, which provides for the pay
ment of 20 per cent of the estimated value by the States to the 
Federal Government and which the Committee on Military 
Affairs of the House deemed was but just and equitable to the 
Federal Government and also to the respective States. 

l\Ir. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
l\Ir. MANN of illinois. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. McKENZIE. I yield to my colleague. 
Mr. l\fANN of Illinois. As I understand, the motion now is 

to pass the Senate bill, inserting in lieu of the provisions of the 
Senate bill the language of the bill H. R. 12507, reported from 
the Committee on Military Affairs on February 14? Is that 
correct? . 

Mr. McKENZIE. That is correct; and the purpose of tllat 
is to expedite the enactment of the law. • 

Mr. MANN of Illinois. But the amendment offered is an 
amendment which has been reported unanimously as a separate 
bill by the Committee on Military Affairs{ 

Mr. McKENZIE. Yes, sir. 
:Mr. SNELL. What is the reason for deducting the freight 

without-pay to the Federal Government? 
1\fr. McKENZIE. The purpose of that is this, that the Fed

eral Government will load it and consign it to the various points 
of shipment. \Vhen the freight arrives at the point of consign
ment the authorities in that particular State will pay the freight. 
If there is any surplus left after the freight is paid that will 
be forwarded to the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. SNELL. They only pay 20 per cent of the estimated value. 
Why should they not pay that to the Federal Government when 
it is loaded on the cars? . 

Mr. McKENZIE. I will state to the gentleman that I do not 
care to go into a discussion with him on that point, because I 
think we might agree. 

l\Ir. MONDELL. Is not this true, that the provision relative 
to the payment of freight is a provision that equalizes the cost'! 
For instance, the State of South Carolina in obtaining a large 
amount of material within its borders would get it absolutely 
free unless there were a charge. The State of New York, getting 
that same material, would pay 20 per cent and a freight charge 
that would probably be more than 20 per cent. So New York in 
that case would be paying twice as much as the State of South 
Carolina. 

Mr. SNELL. I will say to the gentleman we will be perfectly
willing to do that. 

1\ir. 1\IONDELL. But why should there not be an equitable 
provision here? 

Mr. SNELL. An equitable provision would be for every State 
to pay exactly the same thing. 

l\fr. MONDELL. If the gentleman will allow me, when the bill 
was reported the State paid nothing. Now, out of this the State 
pays 20 per cent. It would not be fair to make a charge of 20 
per cent and tllen say that California, shipping stuff from Camp 
Devens, in Massachusetts, should pay 20 per cent and then pay 
the freight across the continent. 

l\1r. SNELL. Did you ever hear of any such provision as 
that before as to any kind of goods? · 

l\Ir. MONDELL. This is a matter of equity, anyway. 
l\Ir. SNELL. There is no equity at all. 
Mr. MANN of Illinois. Is it not caused by the fact that this 

material is mostly at the extreme eastern portion of the country 
on account of the war, and if it is to be a gift, and in ·a way it 
is a gift, it ought to be on even terms, and not give the State of 
New York the benefit of paying nothing but the 20 per cent and 

then California have to pay 20 per cent and the freight for 
transporting it to California 1 

Mr. McKENZIE. My colleague has the right idea. 
Mr. GOODYKOONTZ. Will the gentleman from Illinois 

yield? 
l\1r. McKENZIE. I will. 
Mr. GOODYKOONTZ . . I w~nt to inquire of the gentleman 

from Illinois if the committee has taken into consideration 
this fact, that in certain States of the United States the 
legislature meets only once in two years, and some of them 
have a budget system? The fact is that many of them do not 
have a surplns from which they could pay the 20 per cent. 
For instance, in West Virginia we are bound hand and foot 
by a budget system, and we have either got to wait until 
J"anuary of next year or else call a special session of the _ 
legislature, that will cost $60,000, so as to avail ourselves of 
the benefit of the provisions of this act. 

Mr. 1\Ich..Jj)NZIE. In reply to the gentleman from West 
Virginia, I will say to him that the Committee on Military 
Affairs gave full and thorough consideration to the very 
question he is now raising, and we wondered if there was any 
Stat~ in the Union that did not have a contingent fund from 
which they could take enough ·of money to pay such freight, 
how they ever build any roads in that State. If they have 
no road fund in the State of West Virginia, it is about time 
they were getting it, and I say that with all due respect. I 
want to say, further, that we felt perhaps there might be a 
State that was so handicapped, but that, even so, there 
would be some patriotic citizen in the State, some banker, 
some man who had a little money, who would come forward 
and give his State credit under such circumstances, and, 
therefore, we did not feel it was proper to make any excep
tion to the law, for the reason stated. 

Mr. GOODYKOONTZ. J"ust one oth~r question. It seems 
to me like taking the money out of one pocket and putting 
it into another. 

Mr. McKENZIE. That is true. 
Mr. GOODYKOONTZ. Why should you impose the 20 per 

cent liability on a State when that State under its constitution 
and laws does not happen to have on hand any fund applicable 
for any such purpose? 

1\fr. McK:El\TZIE. I will state to the gentleman that it may 
work a hardship here and there, but there would be some one 
who would certainly come forward, as I have stated. 

l\fr. BEE. Does the gentleman from Illinois think that all 
the States in the Union ought to wait because one State in 
the Union has not a contingent fund on hand to take advantage 
of this proposition? That is the proposition of the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. GoonYKooNTZ]. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I certainly do not. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield? 
l\Ir. McKENZIE. I will. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. I would like to ask the gentleman 

what authority under existing law the War Department has 
for the disposition of this so-called surplus material? I will 
put it in another way. The department now has the right 
to sell such material as is declared to be surplus. Can it 
sell at less than an appraised price? Is the authority un
limited? 

Mr. McKENZIE. I will say to the gentleman from Ohio tllat 
he will probably remember we appointed a director of sales, a 
gentleman from Philadelphia, who has charge of the sale of sur
plus material in the War Department; and what other author
ity tllere is, except the authority in the sundry civil bill, I do 
not know. 

l\Ir. LONGWOR'l'H. Now, what I am trying to get nt is, 
how far is that authority limited? Is the Secretary authorized 
to sell 'B.ny surplus at any price he sees fit? 

Mr. McKENZIE. I do not know as I can answer the gentle
man truthfully on that. But, judging from what has happened 
in the past, I will assume that he is correct in his aBsumption 
that they have the power to sell at whatever price they may 
determine upon. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Then, if that is true, is there any neces
sity for this legislation? 

Mr. McKENZIE. I think so. 
l\Ir. LONGWORTH. It provides he may sell at 20 per cent 

of some appraised price; but if he has unlimited ~Zuthority to 
sell, why could he not sell now at that price? 

Mr. McKENZIE. I will say to the gentleman frotn qhio that 
it is not the amount of money by the sale of this property that 
we are so much interested in as in the distribution of it through
out the various States of the Union. ' / 

Mr. LI'l'TLE. Now, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McKENZIE. Yes. 
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Mr. LITTLE. I want to ask the gentleman a question. First, 
let me suggest that a State can not expect to get this stuff un
less it has money enough to pay the freight. If· it has that, it 
can take care of the other. In some States the 20 per cent will 
not.pay the freight, which it is really intended to equalize. Now, 
I would like to know where the bulk of this material is lo-

- cated and about how long after the bill becomes a law it will 
be available to the States. 

Mr. 1\lcKENZIE. I can not tell the gentleman where the 
bulk of it is located, but I am inclined · to think if he will go 
into any camp in the United States where they have put up 
three buts he will find road-making machinery there-machin
ery to build roads. 

Mr. LITTLE. How soon will it be a'\"'ailable? 
Mr. McKENZIE. Mr: Speaker, bow much time have I used? 
The SPEAKER. Fifteen minutes. 
Mr. LITTLE. Will it be a'\"'ailable immediately? Will the 

gentleman answer that question? 
Mr. McKENZIE. Yes. Now, l\lr. Speaker, I yield one min

ute to the gentleman from Wyoming. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming is recog

nized for one minute. 
Mr. MONDELL. 1\Ir. Speaker, the only important change in 

this bill as now proposed from the bill reported s9metime ago 
is a charge of 20 per cent to the States and a provision for an 
offset of the freight paid, not to exceed 20 per cent. The 
charge of 20 per cent is very important, in order to discourage 
States in the vicinity of this material fr<rm acquiring ma
terial that they do not _great1y need because they can get it 
for nothing. 

The offset of the freight charge is provided because that 
makes the distribution more equitable. To- a certain extent it 
equalizes the cost to the States far from the localities where 
this material is stored "';th the cost to the States in the im
mediate vicinity of the same. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. HAn
RISON} is recognized for 20 minutes. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CANDLER]. 

The • SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi is recog
nized for five minutes. 

Mr. CANDLER. l\Ir. Speaker, I thank the gentleman from 
Virginia [l\Ir. HARRISON] for his kindness. I am glad ·this 
biB is up for consideration, and I sincerely hope it will secure 
the tmanimous vote of the House. 

As to the provision for 20 per cent of tlle value to be paid 
by the several States to be set off with the freight charges 
to which reference was made, I belie-ve if I had the oppor
tunity I would oppose it. But we all know when a motion 
is made to suspend the rules and pass a bill it is impossible 
to amend tlle bill except by unanimous consent, when con
sidered under that procedure, and therefore we will have to 
accept this bill as it is presented or reject it. I trust, be
cause of its importance, we will take advantage of the present 
opportunity and promptly pass it. There is no opportunity to 
amend it under the present circumstances, and if one State 
pays 20 per cent all should pay it and that will make it 
equitable and just. I am advised that the State highway 
commissions of the several States do not seriously oppose the 
requirement of the payment of this 20 per cent in the manner 
vrovided. 

The first _legislation on this st1bject, as you will recall, was 
passed when we incorporated on the Post bffice appropriation 

· bill for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, a provision to the 
effect- · 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized in his 
discretion to transfer to the Secretary of Agriculture all available 
war material, equipment, and supplies not needed for the purposes 
of the '''ar Department, but suitable for use in the improvement of 
h)ghwa.ys, and that the same be distributed among the highway de
partments of the several States to be used on roads constructed in 
whole or in part by l~'cderal aid, such distribution to be made upon 
a Yalue basis of distribution the same as provided by the Federal aid 
road act, llpproved July 11, 1916: Provided, That the Secretary of 
Agric'ulture, at his discretion, may ·reserve from such distribution not 
to exceed 10 per cent of such material, equipment, and supplies for 
use in the construction of national forest roads or other roads con
structed under his direct supervision. 

'l'hat was the first legislation on the subject. Following that, 
on the sundry civil appropriation bill for the tiscal year ending 
June 30, 1920, there was additional legislation, as follows: 

SEC. 5. 'The Secretary of 'Var is authorized to transfer any unused 
and sm·plus motor-propelled vehicles and motor equipment of any .kind, 
the payment for same to be made as provided herein, to any branch of 
the Govemment service having appropriations available for the pur
chase of said Yehicles and equipment: P ·rorillcd, That in case of the 

transfers herein authorized- a reasonable- price not to exceed actual 
cost, and if the same have been used, at a -reasonable price based upon 
length of usage, shall be determined upon, and an equivalent amount 
of each appropriation available for said purchase shall be covered into 
the Treasury as a miscellaneous receipt, and the appropriation in each 
case reduced accordingly: Provided further, That it shall be the duty 
of each official of the Government having such purchases in charge to 
proc~re the same from any such unused or surplus stock if possible: 
Pt·ov1.ded fut·ther,- That hereafter no transfer of motor-propelled vehicles 

·and motor equipment, unless specifically authorized by law, shall be 
made free of charge to any branch of the Government service. 

Then subsequent to that there was a provision in the Army 
appropriation bill for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, as 
follows: 

Provided further, That in addition to the delivery of the property 
heretofore authorized to be delivered to the Public Health Service the 
Department of Agriculture, and the Post Office Department of the 
Government, the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
sell any surplus supplies, including motor trucks and automobiles now 
owned by n.nd in the possession of the Government for the use of the 
War Department, to any State or municipal subdivision thereof, or to 
any corporation or individual, upon such terms as may be deemed best. 

This is the history of this legislation to date. 
There is some apparent conflict in the provisions which some- · 

what confused the Secretary of War. This last provision au
thorized him to sell any surplus supplies, including motor h·ucks 
and automobiles owned by and in the· possessio11 of the Govern
ment for the use of the War Department, to any State or munici
pal subdivision thereof, or to any corporation or individual, 
upon such terms as might be deemed best. 

That gave the Secretary of War authority to sell surplus sup
plies, over and above those authorized to be distributed to the 
Department of Agriculture, the Post Office Department, and to 
the Public Health Service, on such terms as he might deem 
best. 

The provision in the sundry civil bill forbids distribution not 
"authorized by law." It was contended that the provision in 
the Post Office bill remained the "authority of law" for the 
continuance of the dis'tribution, and the Attorney General so 
held in an official opinion. There has been, however, some con
fusion. Tf1e Military Affairs Committee- believes that the pend
ing bill, if passed, will remove all confusion and make plain 
and certain the wishes of Congress in regard to the distribution 
of the various kinds of vehicles, . trucks, articles, and materials 
useful in the building of good roads, and make the law simple 
and easy to administer and thereby secure prompt action on 
the part of the departJnent in distributing them. To make cer
tain prompt action, this bill, when it becomes law, will require 
tiJ.e distribution of this property to these various departments 
where they certify it is needed. It will not only auth9rize, but 
it ' will direct, the Secretary of War to make the distribution 
without unnecessary delay. The other legislation permitted 
discretion to be exercised. The supplies that are to go to the 
Department of Agriculture are to be used for road-making pur
poses in the various States of this Union. · There is no more 
important work to-day to the American people than the con
struction of good roads. That is being demonstrated in every 
progressive State. In my State at the present time there is 
pending before the legislature a bill, recommended by our re
tiring governor, Hon. T. G. Bilbo, and our present governor, 
Hon. Lee M. Russell, providing for the issuance of $25,000,000 
of State bonds, the proceeds thereof to be used for the construc
tion of good roads in the State of Mississippi in cooperation 
with the National Government. A similar bin is pending be
fore the Alabama Legislature. The Legislature of the State of 
Arkansas has authorized about $100,000,000 in bonds for road 
building. The same thing is going on in many, yes, in very 
many, other States of the Union. This indicates the wide
spread and earnest interest of the American people in the build
ing of good roads. Therefore, wherever we can aid, through 
the cooperation of the National Government, the several States 
in the construction of good roads, there is nothing we can <lo 
that will contribute more directly to their development, their 
welfare, their prosperity, and the happiness, convenience, and 
comfort of the people than to encourage and he1p this good 
work. 

For these reasons I am glad that this bill is presented at this 
time, removing the discretion which was former1y vested in tlle 
Secretary of War, and requiring the distribution of this prop
erty. It 'vas bought for war. We will make it a great benefit 
and blessing in peace. [Applause.] A great <leal of it has 
been lying waste, deteriorating in value. It should have been 
distributed a long time ago. If the discretion had not been 
conferred and we had in our legislation kept our wishes clear 
and certain, it would have been distributed before this · time. 
This bill takes away all discretion, makes our wishes for this 
distribution clear, and not only authorizes the ;Secretary of 
War but specifica11y and unequivocally directs him to at once 
distribute this property in accordance with the terms of this 
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bill. Let the bill pass. It will do a marvelous amount of 
good all over the country. It will help much in stimulating 
and assisting road building and thereby give additional assur
'ance to the people that the Government is in real earnest in 
:helping them in every way possible in improving and building 
tthe highways of the Republic. We have delayed too long now. 
:Let us pass this bill and prevent further delay. [Applause.] 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
1\!r. CANDLER. Yes; with pleasure always, to my good 

friend from Oklahoma. 
• Mr. IIASTINGS. Can the gentleman give us any estimate as 
to the aggregate value of the property_ that would be available 
for distribution under the terms of this bill? . 

Mr. CANDLER. I regret that I have not the accurate figures 
in my possession at the- present moment. 

1\fr. Speaker, I have, from my entrance in public life, been 
a consistent and persistent advocate of Government aid for good 
roads. I have voted for every bill passed by Congress making 
an appropriation for the purpose when I had the opportunity to 
do so. I am ready to vote for future appropriations for this 
'good cause. Let tbe good work go on until splendidly improved 
'highways traverse, if possible, every neighborhood in this great 
:country. They will put the schoolhouses nearer the children, 
tbe towns and the farms nearer together, the churches 
'nearer the homes, and in many other ways contribute to the 
comfort, prosperity, and happiness of all the people. I hope the 
pending bill will pass without a dissenting vote. [Applause.] 
. The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Missis
sippi has expired. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, I ask to be recognized for 
five minutes. 
. Gentlemen, this bill is the one to which I called the atten
tion of the House the other day when the House had under 
consideration the Agricultural appropriation bill. I think it 
is a bill of very great importance to road construction in this 
country. It is a bill that . I have been trying, for my · part, to 
get before the House for a long time. It is merely supple
mentary to legislation that is already on the statute books. 
1We passed a statute requiring this material to be turned over 
to the public highway commissions of the States, and the 
Secretary of War was authorized to do so. It seems to me if 
he had been disposed to have done so he could have done so 
;without any further legislation. But on the assumption that 
_the provision of the l11w that we have already enacted is too 
:general in its terms, the distribution of this property has 
been withheld, so it has become necessary to make it absolutely 
specific, in order that the War Department may know what 
material is necessary for road construction. -The provision of 
the statute is to distribute this property equitably, according 
to quality and quantity; amongst the States according to the 
provi ions of the good-roads act. Just as the money is dis
tributed, so is this property to be distributed. 

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield for a question right 
there? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes. 
1\fr. SNELL. Will the gentleman state specifically how it is 

·distributed? Can any State buy all it wants, or is there a 
limit? 

1\fr. HARRISON. There is a limit, according to the terms 
of the good-roads act. The good-roads law provides how the 
money shall be distributed amongst the States, and this sim
ply says that the property that we hereby direct · to be dis
rtributed shall be distributed in exactly the same way-equitably 
according to quantity and quality. 

Mr. REAVIS. Will the gentleman yield to me? 
Mr. HARRISON. Yes. ~ 
Mr. REA VIS. The assignment under this bill has already 

lbeen made by Mr. MacDonald, head of the National Highway 
Commission. It is to be distributed among the various States 
in accordance with their needs. 

1\ir. HARRISON. Yes. 
Mr. REAVIS. So that the distribution is absolutely equitable 

between all of them? 
Mr. HARRISON. Yes. All we want to try to do is to tell 

the War Department what is material necessary for road con
. struction. 

Mr. ALMON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HARRISON. Yes. 
Mr. ALMON. Twenty per cent of the estimated value of the 

;property is required to be paid by the States for freight charges. 
Mr. HARRISON. The object of that is this, and it seems 

to me it is j;ust, to pool the freight charges. Some of this 
· 

1
property is located in New York, for instance,. and California may 
want some of it. Now, if California had to pay the freight 
across the continent, she would have to pay probably more than 

. 

the property was worth, whereas if Philadelphia wanted her 
share of the same property she would have to pay a very limited 
amount in order to get it. So it was thought only just to dis-

. tribute :the freight charges amongst all the States, and that was 
reached by making the freight charge 20 per cent on the fair 
valuation of the property. Out of this pool the freight charges_ 
are paid, and each State pays its proportion of the freight. The 
property is located, as I understand it, in many sections of the 
United States, in various places. A considerable amount of it 
was property that was at the seaports ready for transportation 
across the sea when the armistice stopped its transportation. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. HARRISON. Yes. 
Mr. BRIGGS. As I understand it, the Department of Agri

culture under the allotment of motor trucks heretofore made has 
already distributed among many of the States practically their · 
full quota of those motor trucks, while other States have not had 
more than 5 per cent of their quota. 

Mr. HARRISON. It may be so. 
Mr. BRIGGS. In those instances the States that have gotten 

their f11ll quota will not be subjected to any such provision, and 
will not be required to pay this 20 per cent, and it can not be an 
equitable distribution. I should like to know about that. 

Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. REAVIS] to answer that question. 

Mr. REA VIS. If the gentleman win permit me, the Depart
ment of Agriculture has so far as possible made the distribution 
of motor trucks to those States and those highway commissions 
that were ready to do the work. The larger percentage- of dis-
tribution that has been made to some States has been made by 
reason of the fact that those States were ready to go to work, 
while other States were not ready, and, having no storage facili
ties, have been waiting until their plans are completed, at which 
time ·they will receive their motor trucks. 

Mr. HARRISON. In other words, the old law will govern as 
to motor trucks. Under that the States paid the freight on the 
motor vehicles, and as some have been distributed under that 
plan, all will be. 

Mr. REA VIS. This is for road equipment. 
1.\.!r. BRIGGS. In the first section it provides for the distribu

tion of motor-propelled vehicles. 
1\fr. REA VIS. The distribution will be absolutely equitable, 

because it is being made under Mr. MacDonald, Chief of the 
Bureau of Public Roads, who has apportioned among the States 
the amount that each State will require, and is sending to each 
State its proportion when that State makes requisition tor it and 
is ready to use it. 

Mr. BRIGGS. So there will be no inequality? 
Mr. REAVIS. No inequality. 
Mr. HARRISON. Not only that, but I will say that as to 

those States that have already gotten their motor vehicles with
out the payment of the 20 per cent freight charge there are not 
any of them that have gotten their share of the other material 
that is described in section 2. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Will the gentleman yield? 
JHr. HARRISON. Yes. -
Mr. GREENE of Vermont. The effect of the whole thing is 

that the 20 per cent charge begins with the road equipment. 
:Mr. HARRISON. Yes. 
Mr. GREENE of Vermont. There is no 20 per cent charge on 

any of the motor trucks that have already gone out or that are to 
go out? 

Mr. HARRISON. That is correct. 
Mr. GREENE of Vermont. The 20 per cent begins with the 

road equipment that is to go out to all the States. 
l\1r. DOWELL. Under what terms have the States received 

these motor vehicles heretofore? 
Mr. HARRISON. Under the same terms as this act provides. 

That is, they are distributed according to the provisions of the 
good-roads act, just as the money that is appropriated by Con
gress is distributed to the States. 

Mr. DOWELL. Under this 20 per cent provision? 
Mr. HARRISON. No. As 'my friend from Vermont [Mr. 

GREENE] bas explained, that applies to this other materiaL 
Mr. DOWELL. And not to the motor trucks? 
Mr. HARRISON. That is what we understand. 
Mr. GREENE of Vermont. That is what we understOod in 

the committee. 
Mr. DOWELL. It applies to motor trucks under this bill. 
1.\'lr. GREENE of Vermont. :whatever may be the exact 

phraseology, the policy under which the supplemental bill was 
framed was that tbe 20 per cent charge should begin with the 
distribution of the new material authorized for the first time. 
by this bill, and that the quota to be completed of former ma
terial, such as motor _ trucks, would be completed without r~ 
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gard to the 20 per cent charge. If that iuea · is not expressly 
conveyed by the language in the text of the bill, it is a matter 
for future consideration. That was the· understanding. 

l\fr. BRIGGS. Does the gentleman think the language. in the 
bill, section 4, is sufficiently clear to make it plain that this 
bill only applies to material and not to undistributed motor 
trucli:s? Because if it does apply to undistributed trucks, the 
.'tate will have to pay the freight on them. 

l\Ir. GREENE of Vermont I quite concede the point, and I 
was only speaking of the policy as it was explained to us. -

.Mr. H.A.llRISON. That can be equalized when they dis
tribute the other material. 

l\Ir. BIUGGS. I do not think the bill contemplates that. 
They can not take out 20 per cent for motor n·ucks alreadY 
delivered. 

1\fr. HARRISON. I think that if gentlemen will study the 
bill they will find. that there is no inequality. 1\lr. Speaker., 
I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
QUIN.) 

l\1r. QUI.N. l\Ir. Speaker, there should be no misunderstand~ 
ing nor any misgiving touching this bill. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. McKENZIE] and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
HARHISON] ; my colleagues on the Military Committee, have ex
plaine<} the provisions of the bill fully to you. What harm could 
there come if a State 1:ecei\ed all this equipment which is 
enumerated in section 2? ' 
· Section 2 provides : 

TJ1at the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to trans
fer to the Department of Agriculture, under the provision of section 7 
of the act approved February 28, 1919, entitled "An act making appro
priations for the service of the Post Office Department for the fiscal 
year 1920, and for other purposes," for use in the improvement of high
ways and road!:!, as therein provided, the following war material, equip
ment, and supplies pertaining to the Military Establishment as are or. 
may hereafter be found to b~ surplus and not required for military pur
poses, to wit, road rollers, graders, and oilers; sprinkling wagons; con
crete mixers ; derricks ; pile-driver outfits complete ; air and steam drill 
outfits-; centrifugal and diaphragm pumps with power; rock crushers; 
damsbeU and orange-peel buckets ; road scarifiers; caterpillar and drag
line excavators; plows; cranes; trailers h. rubber and steam hose; asphalt 
plants; steam shovels; dump wagons; oisting engines; air-compressor 
outfits with power ; boilers ; drag, Fresno, and wheel scrapers ; stump 
pullers ; wheelbarrows; screening plants; wagon loaders; blasting ma
chines; hoisting cable; air hose; corrugated-metal culverts; explosives 
and exploders; engineers~ transits, levels, tapes, and similar supplies 
an4l equipment; drafting machines; pla!U)neters ; fabricated bridge ma
terials ; industrial railway equipment ; conveyors, gravity and power ; 
donkey engines; corrugated-metal roofing; steel and iron pipe; wagons 
and similar equipment and supplies, such as are used directly for road
building purposes. 

Now, wby L-, that not honest, just, and fair? Your committee 
enueavored to be just and fair. We are very sorry that the bill 
has been held up so long. The Committee on 1\Iilitary Affairs 
recognized the importance of this matter and the importance of 
good-roads construction, which is going on in every progressive 
State in this Union. 

Some gentlemen have complained, and justly so, of various 
1:in<l1' of surplus war material being left out in the weather and 
going to waste. Recognizing that fact, the Committee on Mili
tary Affairs has seen fit to turn an of this equipment over to the 
different departments, and under this bill each State gets its 
quota, providing it pays 20 per cent of the \alue for freight 
chm;ges. 'Vho can complain of that? 

The gentleman from West Virginia [~1r. GoonYKOONTZ] says 
that West Virginia can not come in under the provisions of this 
bill. 'The gentleman from Illinois [1\.Ir. .McKENZIE] explained 
that we could not afford to hold up 47 States, keep them out of 
their material, for West Virginia to wake up and take advantage 
of this road fund. 

'Yhy, the gentleman from West Virginia could get half a 
dozen rich men in his State to put up the money and so get 
this material with which to construct good roads in that State. 
I hope he will not oppose the passage of this bill, because Mis
sissit1Pi, Louisiana, Dlinois, California, and New York aud all 
the other States can not afford to wait because West Virginia 
is not prepared for good roads. I am sorry, and I hope my 
good friend from West Virginia will see some of the rich men 
in his State and get them to put up the money. I hope he will 
follow my suggestion. The legislature of that State will make 
it good, and all they will have to do is to pay 5 per cent on the 
money. · 

What -n·e -n·ant is for every State in the Union to have its fair 
share, and when we figured it out, with 20 per cent to be put 
up by the State that gets this construction material and ma
chine_ry .in oruer to guarantee the -freight charges so tllat the 
Government of the United States would not be out anything, 
we thought we were doing the best thing for the taxpayers 
of the Nation. I know ~here the people of one State actually 
had the gall to ask the Federal Government to build sheds to 
covt:.>r the road material the Government ga\e to them. We· 

can ·not go out · and do everything for the States. We are 
willing to ~ve them what road material and equipment the 
Go\ernment has if they will . pay the freight charges. Who 
will ask us to do more? They might ask us to furnish a fire
man to fire the engine and furnish the gasoline. Good gra
cious, men, if we giv~ this material to the States provided they 
pay the freight charges, they ought to have progressive spirit 
enougJ1 to operate the machinery and build the gooll road. so 
that the farmer can haul his products to town and the pleasure 
riders may have decent roads . 

This is an important matter and I hope that no man on the 
floor when he comes to vote will vote against it. Every man 
in every big city of the country and in the rural sections is 
deeply interested.· Why should any man oppose it when the 
Government has all this surplus material .scattered over and 
about throughout the United States lying idle and we put it 
to a good constructive use? Why should we compel them to go 
to the factory and buy new when the Government has all this 
splendid machinery and splendid material which can be put to 
work ·helping thP farmers and improving country life in every 
section of the United States? [Applause.] 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. TILLMAN]. 

l\Ir. TILLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the legislature of my St~te 
in a recent special session provided for the issuance of about 
·$100,000,000 in bonds for the purpose of road building. This 
bill is · a proper one and provides for a just distribution of 
go\ernmental surplus motor-propelled vehicles and motor tn1cks 
to be used by the different States in road building. The United 
States Government should a-ssist the States in the important 
enterprise of highway construction, and this measure pro...-itles 
an equitable ·method of divesting title to this property froe1 the 
Federal Government and vesting title to the same in the 
different States for use in the improvement and construction 
oL public highways. The bill is rafher indefinite as to the 
length of time each State shall have in which to signify it 
intention to avail itself of the right .to pay the Department of 
Agriculture the amount of 20 per cent of the estimated nllue 
of the equipment assigned to it, but perhaps there is an implie<l 
understanding that each State shall have a " reasonable time"
in which to comply with this provision. There shoulu be no 
opposition to this just measure. 

1\Ir. HARRISON. 1\Jr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Nevada [Mr. EvA s]. 

1\fr. EV A.i'\TS of Ne\ada. Mr. Speaker, the committee j, 
highly commended for section 4 of this bill. Th~ freight ar
rangement is ideal in purpose to furnish this much-n eded 
material -upon -a basis of entire equality between State. , \Yhile 
20 per cent may not fully cover expense bill to Nevada. It is 
a wide step in the right direction, causing hope that Nevn(la s 
great distance and extreme freight charge will be remembered 
and recognized more fully in the future than in the past. 

.Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minute. to the 
gentleman from Nebraska [l\1r. BEAns]. 

l\1r. R~A VIS. · Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
I had not seen this bill until a moment ago, because 1t bus 
only recently been introduced. I think it contains a manifest 
injustice. I do not think the desires and wishes of the com
mittee are reflected in the bill with reference to the distribu
tion of motor vehicles in this particular: Some States have 
received practically their full quota without compensation ; 
some States have received but a very small proportion of their 
quota. Tllis bill contains a charge of 20 per cent for all material 
hereafter to be delivered. If such charge is made for motor 
vehicles, it will result in some States paying for them "-hile 
other States have received them without charge. I am going 
to ask unanimous consent at the . appropriate time to offer· an 
amendment excepting mot~H· vehicles from the 20 per cent. ' 

Mr. LONGWORTH. 1\Ir. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. REAVIS. Yes. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. If I understand this bill, the ~0 per 

cent does not apply to motor vehicles. 
Mr. REAVIS. Unfortunately it does. The intention was, 

as given to me by the committee, that it was not to apply, 
but on page 4, section 4, you will find. in line 10 the fol1owing 
language: 

Provided, hotcevet·, That any State receiving any of said property 
for use in the improvement of public highways shall, after the prop· 
erty is received, pay to the Depa1·tment of Agriculture the amount of 
20 per cent of the estimated value of saiu property-

And so forth. That comprehends motor vehicles, of course. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. No; I think not. I think that would 

refer to section 2. I do not think that would refer back to 
section 1. · 
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1\lr. REAVIS. There may be some doubt about that, but we 

either oJi.ght. to do it here .o.r . it_ ought to be .. dQne in .the Senate; 
.and I am _in favor of doing the rigl;lt thing lu;~re. There is not a 
man 1istening to me who is not -delighted that the time .has come 
,when it is possible to do what we are. doing by this bill. This 
equipment was purchased originally for war purposes, to assist 
in the destruction of those things, both material and spiritual, 
that we ·haye been tolling for centuries to produce. 'Ve have 
now come to a time, and we are all thankful for it, when we can 
make ·another disposition of this material, where we · can utilize 
it in uuilding up Civilization rather than in tearing it down. 
'Ve are; in a literal sense, beating swords into pruning hooks .. 
The ~0 per cent charge -on this material, as provided by the bill, 
will, I believe, meet the approval of the highway commissions 
of the States. They are_ willing to pay it. Some of these high
way commissions adjacent to the city of Washington have been 
making' _a grab game · out of this material. It has come to _my 
attention, and there is no dispute on the proposition, that some 
commissions close to 'Yashington have made requisitions for 
motor trucks for which they had t9 pay nothing, have run them 
out of the camps under their own power and landed them at 
home, and have then tradeu them for Cadillac limousines in 
which to joy ride rather than to utilize for the purpose of build
ing road::t 'Vhen that was called to our attention Mr. MacDonald 
compelled those people to make a trade back and get their motor 
trucks. · If the State highway commission was compelled to pay a 
reasonable price for this it will· stop its being a grab game and 
"·ill insure the Government's receiving a little mon~y for it, and 
will also be ::m assurance that it will be utilized for the purpose 
of road building. and that is the purpose orthis Congress. 

l\1t·. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent in my time to amend 
this bill by inserting in line 12, page 4, following the word " re
ceive. ," the words ' except motor vehicles." ' · 

The SPEAKER. Tlle time of the gentleman from ~ebraska 
ltns expired. · 

Mr. REA VIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to so 
ameud the bill. 

'l'he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unani
mous consent to amend the bill in the manner in which the Olerk 
will teport. · · 
· Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
lla vf' some information as to the effect that this bill has. 

The S PEA.KER The Clerk will ·first report the proposed 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Pnge 4. Jinc 12, after the word "re~ives," insert the words "except 

motol' vehicles." · 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unani

mou. · consent to incorporate in the original motion the amend
ment just reported. Is there objection? 

:Mr. l\IONDELL. 1\Ir. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
what class of vehicles does the gentleman desire to except
automobiles or trucks? 

l\Ir. REA VIS. Motor trucks. They are not sending automo
biles to these highway commissions, and in answer to the gen
tleman's question let me state that there are some States that 
have receiYed as high as 80 per cent of their assignment and 
quota of motor trucks, and they have received it absolutely free 
of charge, except the freight. Other States have received less 
than 10 per cent. If you charge the States 20 per cent for their 
motor vehicles, you are not dealing fairly, because the same dis- 
position was not made with reference to the 80 per cent States. 

1\fr. GREENE of Vermont. 1\It·. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

1\lr. REAVIS. Yes. 
l\Ir. GREENE of Vermont. I am in sympathy with the pur

pose of ·the gentleman's amendment, but I think it is already 
accomplished in the text of_ the bill, and it was because the com
mittee thought the· same had been accomplished that they did 
not propose the amend1pent ·.the :gentleman asks to have incor-
porated. . _ 

1\Ir. REA VIS. In response to the gentleman, it is very likely 
that the gentleman is entirely· correct in what he says. I have 
just arrived in Washington on a late train and I had not read 
the· bill until a nioment ago, and on looking· over section 4 my 
first impression was and is that the 20 per cent applied to motor 
vehicles as well. If the gentleman is certain that the bill does 
not make that 20 per cent apply to motor vehicles, I have no 
U.esire to have this amendment considered. 

l\fr. BRIGGS. Is there any harm that can be done by insert
ing it? 

Mr. REAVIS. Only that it would be useless, superfluous lan
guage, that we ought not to l1ave, in the interest of good legis:. 
lation, if there is no necessity for it. · 

LIX-188 

~r. BRIGGS. Does not this very dispute indicate that there 
is a divergence of opinion about it 1 

Mr. REA VIS. I am not in a position to dispute what the 
gentleman from Vermont says. In any ·event, this bili is going 
to conference, and if we put this amendment in they can thrasli 
it out in conference so that those States that have received only 
a proportion of motor trucks will be fully protected. 

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Where would that amendment 
be inserted? 

l\Ir. REAVIS. On page 4,- line 12. There are several prints 
of this bill now· on the floor. The bill being considered is the bill 
H. R. 12507. The language of the bill is : 

Prot·ided, however, That any State receiving any of said property for 
use iu the improvement of public highways shall, as to the property it 
re~ives, pay to the Department of Agriculture the amount of 20 per 
cent of the estimated value of said property, as fixed by the Secretary 
of Agriculture or onder his direction, against which sum the said State 
may set off all freight charges paid by it on the shipment of said prop
erty, not to exceed, however, said 20 per cent. 

1\Ir. SAUNDERS of Virginia. lV'hy was that 20 per cent put in, 
there at all? · 

Mr. REA YIS. The 20 per cent was put in there for two 
purposes. 

ML'. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Why not strike it out? 
Mr. REAVIS. It was put in there for two purposes. One of 

the purposes was -to stop what was evidently becoming a grab 
game on the part of some highway commissions that were 
located adjacent to the camps where the motor vehicles were antl 
where the equipment was. 

They were under no expense except for freight; they took them 
whether they needed them or not. Now, there would be another 
result accomplished: The State.· GOO, 800, or 1,000 miles from the 
camp where the automobiles were, when they took the trucks, 
they took them without charge except the freight. The result of 
it was that the State close to the camp got its material for much 
less than the State far removed. 

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. But the practice the gentleman 
speaks of was the fault of the Agricultural -Department because 
no commissi_oner had the right to take these goods whether 
located close to the point of distribution or remote from it. 

Mr. REA VIS. It is the fault of nobody, I will say to the gen
tleman from Virginia, because-the assignment was made to that 
State. They made a requisition for these motor vehicles on the 
theOry that they were needed for the pur{lOSe of road building. 
Some of them got motor trucks-not many-and then traded 
them for Packa.rds or Cadillac limousines, on the theory that 
their engineers had to be carted from one road-building project 
to another, and it turned into a sort of grab game on the part 

. of certain commissioners, and it was only the fault of State com
missioners who were prostituting the purpose of the legislation. 

l\lr. MONDELL. 1\lr. Speaker, the bill was very thoroughly 
dicussed in all of its provisions during the time allowed under 
the rule. The gentleman from Virginia was here, I imagine, and 
I am sure heard the discussion. As I understand, the question 
is th-e disposition of the unanimou ~-consent request of the gen-
tleman from Nebraska. · 

The SPEAKER. Tltis is all by unanimous consent, of course. 
Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. I will say to the gentleman 

from Wyoming that, unfortunately, I did not know, so far as I 
was personally concerned, that this matter was to come up anrl 
I did not hear the discussion. I just came in and was trying to 
ascertain from the gentleman from Nebraska the purpose of his 
amendment. I do not know that I am necessarily against the 
amendment, but I am certainly against any amendment to per
petrate something which I do not apprehend, and I am not going 
to agree to any such amendment so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman allow me-a minute? 
Mrr SAUNDERS of Virginia. Yes. 
Mr. REA VIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have my request 

submitted. 
The SPEAKER Tl1e question is, Is there objection? 
Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. If the idea is to force action on 

it here ·now I shall object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The question is, Will the 

House suspend the rules and pass the Senate bill as amended? 
Mr. BRIGGS. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. BRIGGS. To ask unanimous consent that in line 11, page 

4, after the word "property," the words be inserted " described 
in section 2." That relates to the property and road material 
described. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Speaker, with all due respect to the 
gentleman and his- amendment, I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made.- The question is on sus-
pending the rules and passing the bilL • 

' 



·2980 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. FEBRUARY 16, 

· The question was taken, and the Speaker announced the ayes 
had it. 

:Mr. GAUD. Division, Mr. Speaker. 
The House again divided; and there wer~ayes 142, noes 5. 
So, two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were 

su pended and the bill was passed. 
Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Speaker, r move to lay the bills H. R. 

9412 ana H. R. 12507 on the table, both being bills relating to 
the same subject. 

T11e motion was agreed to. 
WATER SUPPLY FOR 1>IISCEI.LAJ\'"EOUS PUBI'OSES ON RECLAMATION 

PROJECTS. 

1\Ir. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill (S. 796) in the form it is reported 
from the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

An act i S. 796 ) !or furnishing water sup-ply for miscellaneous purposes 
in connection with reclamation projects. 

B e i t enact ed, et~., That the Secretary of the Interior in connection 
witb the operations under the reclamation law is hereby authorized to 
enter into contract to supply water from any project irrigation system 
for other pm:poses than irrigation, upon such conditions of delivery, 
·use, and payment as he may deem proper : Provided, That no such 
contract ball be entered into except upon a showing that there is no 
othN practicable source of water supply for the purpose: Provided 

', ju r t1z er, 'I'hat no water shall be furnished for the uses aforesaid unless 
the delivery of such water shall not be detrimental to the water service 
for such irrigation project, nor to the rights of any prior appropriator. 

The Clerk read the committee amendments, as follows: 
Page 1, line 8, after the word " proper" insert " Provided, That the 

approval of such contract by the water-users' association or associa
tions :;hall have first been obtained." 

Page 2, line 5, after the word " said " strik~ out the word " unless " 
and insert the word " if." 

Page 2, line 5, after the word " shall" strike out the word " but." 
Page 2. line 7, after the word " appropriator " insert " Provided 

fu t·ther, That the moneys derived from such contract shall be covered 
into the reclamation fund and be placed to the credit of the project 
from which such water is suppUed. 

1\Ir. MANN of Illinois. :Mr. Speaker, the Clerk read the bill 
and then read the committee amendments, a very natural thing 
to do. I think the general practice is where a motion to sus
pend the rules is made to read the bill as the motion proposes 
to pass it. That is the only intelligent way we can understand 
it. I ask that the bill be read as though it was reported in
cluding the committee amendment . 

1\Ir. GARD. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. The Clerk "rill report the bill in the man

ner indicated. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior in connection 

with the operations under the reclamation law is hereby authorized 
to enter intp contract to supply water from any project irrigation sys
tem for other purposes than irrigation, upon such conditions of de
livery, use, and payment as he may deem proper: P1'ovided, That the 
approval "of such contract by the water-users' association or associa
tions shall have first been obtained: Provided, That no such eon-

. tract shall be entered into exce-pt upon a showing that there is no 
ot her practicable source of water supply for the purpose : Proirided 
ju1·t1ter, That no water shall be furnished for the uses aforesaid it the 
deli\cry of such water shall be detrimental to the water service for 
such irrigation project, nor to the rights of any prior appropriator: 
P1·o d dea ftwther, That the moneys derived from such contracts shall 

· be covered into the reclamation fund and be placed to the credit of 
the project from which such water is supplied. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
l\1r. W A.LSH. 1\Ir. Speaker, I demand a second. 
The SPEA.rillR. Is there objection? [After a pause_] The 

Ohair hears none. The gentleman from Colorado has 20 min
ute and the gentleman from :Massachusetts has 20 minutes. 

Ir. TA1."'LOR of Colorado. 1\!r. Speaker, this is a very short 
ami Yery plain bill. It has passed the Senate twice. A.s chair
man of the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands I reported 
it out of the committee in the last Congress. This bill is in 
identically the same language as the one which I reported out a 
year ago. 

\Ve were unable to pass it in the Sixty-fifth Congress, because 
there were a large number of other bills ahead of it and we never 
reached it on the calendar. AU there is to the bill is this : 
There are some 30 Government irrigation reclamation projects 
throughout the \Vest. The reclamation law, strictly speaking, 
does not allow them to use water for any other than irrigation 
purposes. As these various reclamation projects have become 
settled up and developed it has become almost imperatively 
necessary for them to use some water occasionally for various 
-other purposes than irrigation. For instance, on some of the 
projects there are sugar-beet factories, alfalfa mills; saw mills; 
and a . great variety of enterprises that are of very great im
portance toward the convenience,. welfare, and develOpment of 

, this country, and yet they are not irrigation uses, and there is 

no law authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to grant per
mission to take or use any water whatever for any of such very 
beneficial purposes. There are some of them where the rail-· 
roads run across the projects and where there is no authority or 
way of obtaining any water to run the engines, and they have 
to sink wells or carry and store water in tanks for the purpose 
of obtaining water for the railway engines that cross the 
projects. And there are inany other small, some of them tem
porary, but important uses. The bill itself is heartily recom
mended by the Interior Department, and it came to me, as I 
recollect it, from the Reclamation Service or the Interior De
partment originally when I was chairman of the committee in 
the last Congress, and, as I stated, I reported it out as such, 
with the same amendments and in the same language as at the 
present time. 

Nearly all the Senators and Representatives from the Western 
States are interested in having this bill passed as speedily. as 
possible in the interest of the development of their respective 
reclamation projects anu for the relief of the conditions on 
various reclamation projects. The bill expressly provides no 
water can be delivered for any purpose to the detriment of the 
water service for the irrigation project and that this water shall 
not be used when it is needed for irrigation. It also expressly 
provides it shall not be used except the use of it is approved by 
and agreed to by the water users themselves, so they will always 
have the matter in their control. It further provides that what
ever charges there are, whatever collections or fees or rentals 
there may be, from all such uses of this water shall go directly 
into the reclamation fund of that project. 

There is a nrrther restriction that no water can be .granted 
for any of these various miscellaneous purposes except upon a 
showing that there is no other practicable source of water up
ply for the pm·pose. So it would seem as though it were safe- , 
guarded as much as possible and that there can be no reason
able objection to the people on these projects getting every 
beneficial use possible out of the water, especially when most 
of this domestic power for manufacturing use will be at times 
of the year when the ranchmen are not irrigating; that is, in 
the fall and winter, when the water, if it is not running into 
the resei·voirs, would probably be running to waste. " The cam
paign," or running time, of a beet-sugar plant is in the late fall 
and winter-, when no one is irrigating. 

Mr. MANN of illinois. Will the gentleman yield for a ques~ 
tion? 

1\Ir. TAYLOR of Colorado. Certainly. 
Mr. MANN of Illinois. Do I understand that under the ex

isting law water from an irrigation project can not be used for 
domestic purposes. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. There is no water appropriated 
by or adjudicated to a project under the reclamation law e::L
pressly for domestic purposes. Of couTse, the settlers on a 
project do use water for domestic purposes, for household use, 
and for stock, but 1;here ·is no authority or law recognizing or 
authorizing the use of water for manufacturing or any other of 
these miscellaneous uses that they want water for. 

Mr. MANN of Illinois. I notice in the report of the commit
tee on this bill the statement, which I suppose was appro\ed, 
where a small quantity of water is very much needed for some 
domestic or other use not strictly within irrigation. 

Mr. TAYLOR of cOlorado. Yes. 
Mr. MANN of illinois. Is the law relating to reclamation so 

confined that people who use water for dome tic purposes use it 
illegally? 

:Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Well, it is generally conceded 
throughout the West that it is not an illegal use of water ap
propriated for irrigation purpo es to drink some of it or water 
stock or for ordinary household purposes; that it is a very 
necessary and common-sense use. But in the amount of water 
allowed to--that is, the appropriations which are granted to
these various reclamation projects, my understanding is that 
there is no specific amount adjudicated to them for dome tic 
purposes; that they have to take it out Of that irrigation right. 

The Secr~tary of the Interior in his report says : 
Under the present law there is no authority tor fQrnishing water for 

other than irrigation purposes for agricultural or town-site uses. 

Whatever " irrigation purposes for agricultura}. or town-site 
uses" means is only what the present law allows. 
. l\1r. :JirfANN of Illinois. Suppose a man wants to start a 
cheese factory on one of the e irri.,.ation projects, is there no 
.way· that he can even get water for washing out his cheese 
house? 

. Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. No, sir. I do not think washing 
·out a cheese house would, strictly speaking, be either an irriga-

' 
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tion Ol' a fown-site use. We have quite a number of alfalfa I The ~~te~·- JJelon~s t~ .a~l of ~he peo~le ;-~~d the S-tate, a~ re;re
mill and they can nof get any water .for their use. . senting all of the people, provides the legislation under which 

Mr. ' l\1A.t~N of illinois. Is there not any proYision for \Yater the use and the distripution of the W'ate:x: are had. The Sec-
for a city or a town? _ retary of the Interior, or some one for him, goes to the proper 

1\lr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I do not know how far "town· _State officer, just as any other individual would, and makes 
site uses" \YOuld go. But if the town entered upon a municipal an application for a water right to irrigate a certain tract of 
plant or use of water for any special ~ommercial purposes, I land, the description of which he gives. If there is water 
think they have got to get it from some other source, the way aT'ailable, and unclaimed and unused by others, the State officer 
the law is now. who has jurisdiction of such matters grants to the Secretary 

1\Ir. l\1Al\'N of Illinois. Oh, well, they can not get it from any of the Interior the right to divert the water for the purpose of 
other source. . the irrigation of the land which he describes, and for no other 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield to me.? purpose, except that under the law of irrigation the use by 
- 1\Ir. MANN pf Illinois. Jn just a second. I want to ask tllis the irrigator for domestic purposes is considered an irriga
_question: Where a town grows up on one of these reclamation tion ~se. The farmer, ha\•iug the right to irrigate his land, 
projects t11e lv.w is such that the town can· not be permitted to has the right to use the water for all the ordinary pmposes of 
obtain any portion o~ tlle water saved for irrigation for do- his farm and his stock. 
mestic use or town use-for putting out a :fire in a burning The Secretary, acting as the agent, as the trustee, for the 
house, perhaps? future owners of the lands for the irrigation of whicl1 the 

1\lr. TAYLOit of Colorado. I think they can drink all they water righ~ is secured, has no authority to make any agreement 
wnnt or use it for household and stock purposes, and undoubt· relatiYe to the use of tlle water except for the purposes of ir~ 
edly put out a fire with it and use it in limited quantities for rigation. He has no authority except as we give him authority 
domestic purposes. But under the present law the use is cer- as an agent to do what any other agent could do under the 
tainly very limited, and I do not think it is \ery definitely de- State Jaw; and we proYide here that, acting as the agent or 
fined. I know it does not authorize the uses I am attempting the trustee of these people, he may, of the water diT'erted 
to provide for in this bill. under tlle State law, provide for its use for certain purposes 

Mt·. l\IAl~ of Illinois. ·Not for the fire department? incidental to the use for irrigation, as gentlemen have sug~ 
l\Ir. TArLOR of Colorado. I do not believe the present law gestecl these uses, as, for instance, for a factory, for a railway 

i as extensiYe as the gentleman thinks it is. to fill its reserYoirs, and so forth. 
1\lr. l\IANN of Illinois. I do not agree with the gentleman at Those contracts, when made, may be perpetual, and there is 

all. If that is correct, it is the craziest bit of legislation that nothing in this law that reads otherwise, or for certain pur-
was evet· put over. · poses they may be seasonal and more or less temporary. 

l\Ir. TAYLOR of Colorado. I am not positive at all as to just The Secretary could not take from a factory the water which 
what things water on a project can and can not be used for, or has been agreed to be delivered to it unless the agreement so 
just how much or ,,~hen under all circumstances. Irrigation proYided _; but if the factory ceases to do business, the right 
may and does by custom allow, as I have said, some limited use ceases and becomes reinvested in the people of the State as a 
besitles spreading it on the ground· to grow crops. It is a ques- whole, and only invested in anotller as it mny be inYested under 
tion of how far the term " town-site uses" goes. I am trying State Jaw. , 
to enact this law so as to prevent any questions of that kind l\Ir. MANK of Illinois. 1\lr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
causing trouble. there, if he has time? 

l\Ir. 1\IANN of Illinois. I am in sympatlly with the gentleman The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 
on this bill, so far as that is concerned, but not that portion of Mr. 1\:IONDELL. If I had time, I " -·ould be glad to. Thet·e 
it which would permit the water users to take away the right must, it seems, !Je legislation of this kind in order to autllorize 
to tlle use of \Yater by a factory that had been constructed with the Secretary of tlle Interior, the trustee for the future land-
their consent. owners, to make this distribution of the water. 

1\lr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Any use that is now recognized - The s.PEAKER The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
ami in operation for irrigation or town-site uses would not be has expired. 
taken away from them; any beneficial uses they are now makin('l' 1\Ir. MONDELL. Will the gentleman from Colorado give me 
that come rightfully under those heading· would not be dis~ one minute more, if he has the time? In that case I "Yilt ue 
turbe<l by this law. But no private citizens or corporations can glad to answer any questions the gentleman from Illinois mHy 
have any Yested right to water from a project under the present ask. 
law, as I understand it, for a commercial or manufacturing .1\lr. TAYLOit of Colorado. I yield to the gentleman one 
plant, ol' anything of that kind. mmute. _ 

1\Ir. l\IANN of Illinois. If they permit a town to get water, in The SP~.Ah.~n. Tlte gentleman from Wyoming is recognized 
the course of time t11ere "ill be towns there that will hn.ye a fol' one mrnute more. 
town watet· supply. 1\Ir. MONDELL. Tlle gentleman from Illinois [1\Ir. MaNN] 

Me. TAYLOR of .Colorado. They ought to have a tmvn \mtet· asks what a town would do on one of these irrigation projects. 
supply, but the,y can not use that for manufacturing purposes It would do either one of several things. It would either secure 
under the present law. a separate right for domestic purposes and then apply for ft 

l\Ir. 1\IAl\TN of Illinois. I think they could, but I do not know. right to run it water tllrough the canals of the project, or it 
Certainly they ought to be able to do so. , would make arrangement for the use of a part of the water-

l\Ir. TAYLOR of Colorado. They ought to do so, !Jut they do appropriated, in which case the water right should be amen<letl 
not. Tllat is the reason why we ask for the passage of the bill, or the to"-n would condemn a part of the water of the project 
so that a town or anybody else can make eYery po sible use of for the use of the town, because the right to use water for do· 
the water that will not be detrimental to the irrigation, and mestic purposes is a preference right, and the-Htw of every irri
puy the project for tbe use of it. gated section gives the right to condemn water, used for irriga-

1\fr. 1\IONDELL. Will the gentleman yield to me a little tion, for purely domestic purpose~. Ordinarily the methotl pur-
time? sued would be to ask for a right from the same source, anti 

Mr. TAYLOU of Colorado. Yes. How much time does the with it the right to carry water through the canals of irri•'"Utiou. 
gentleman desire? enterprise. o 

l\Ir. l\10NDELI,. I would like five minutes. This matter is not w:thout its uifficulties and embarrassments, 
1\Ir. TAYLOR of Colorado. Certainly; I yield tlle gentleman and it is not without hesitation that we from the irrigated sec-

from Wyoming five minutes. tion of the country are persuaded to vote for it, though on!." 
1\Ir. 1\IONDI<~LL. 1\lr. Speaker, the inquiries of the gentle- doubts aud our hesitations arise out of fears quite different 

man f rom Illinois [~lr. l\IANN] would seem to indicate that from those e...-x:pressed by gentlemen from sections where irriga
irrigutiou laws are uot clear and definite; but that is not true. tion is not practiced. We can not through Federal enactments 
The~e water rights are :J. matter of State grant, and not a Fed- give the Secretary of the Interior, or anyone else, authority to 
et·al grant. utilize to any considerable extent for other purposes wa'ter~ 

Mt·. l\lANN of Itliuois. Thnt is an old contention. I do not appropriated and dh'erted for irrigation. It is true, ho·wever, 
agree with that. that these diversions are ordinarily made for irrigation and 

l\Ir. 1\101\"DELT,. The Feueral statute books contain laws domestic purpo. ·es, but the domestic purposes thus contemplateu 
that expressly declare these water rigllts shall be taken and are necessarily domestic purposes more or less incidental to the 
acquired in accordance with State law. The very law that we nrimary purpose of irrigation. 
ar,e amending, under which these rights are taken, carries that I -realize tlJnt there is always the danger under legislation .of 
pl'Ovisiou, awl it is -written- elsewllere in our statutes. Undet·. thi , sOl't tllat some Secretary of the -Interior, or officer acting 
tile law of irrigation there is no indi'"idual ownership of water. under him, mny IJecome possessed of the notion tllat he has the 
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right to sell and peddle about water for a variety of Pill'POSes, 
quite unrelated to the irrigation enterprise, and it is entirely 
possible to imagine a· situation in which an officer not fully con
scious of the limitations of his authority might endeavor to do 
things quite in conflict with the' spirit of the irrigaton laws:. 
Such action would, of course, be voidable, but in any event 
much harm might be done. 

It is the hope of those of us from the irrigated portions of 
the- country who vote-for this legislation that the officers of t.lie 
rnterior Depm.1:ment will construe an<i execute this law mindftll 
of the limitations of their authority and o-ft Federal authority 
generally- over the use of water witliin a State, and avoid the 
pitfalls that lie in the way ~hould this statute be c.onstrued as 
purposed or intended, or understood, to in any way authorize 
the· use or disposition of water otherwise than in strict accord
ance with the water laws of the States. 

The SPEAKER. Tlle time of the gentleman n·om Wyoming 
has agriin expired. 

1\Ir; TAYLOR of 0olorado. Mr. Speaker, r yield. five mii:mtes 
to the gentleman from Montana [l\fr. EvANS]. 

The SPEAKER. The ge11tleman from Montana is recognized 
for five minutes. · 

3fr. EVAl.~S o:t Montana. Mr. Sneaker, this bill seems to me 
to be perfectly clear· and simple. As suggested by those that 
have preceded me, the water on an irrigation project is eon
trolled by the s ·ecretary of the Interior. The present Federal 
statute provides that the water upon a reclamation project shail 
be used for two purposes-for irrigation purposes and for town
site purposes. It makes no provision for the use of that water 
for any commercial purpose whatever. As these projects de
velop there ru·e always more commercial uses. to which the 
water could be put for the weeks and months in which the 
water runs to waste.. This bill will facilitate the use of the 
water when. it can not be used for irrigation purposes. 

Now I will read you a letter received a few months ago from 
n State senator from my State. He writes: 

MISSOULA, M'O~T., Kovmnbcr 6, 1919. 
Hon .. ToRN 1\I. EvANS, 

House of R epresentatives, Washington, D. C. 
l\IY DEAR MR. Ev .L'\S: Some- time ago I wrote Senator MYER&o in rela

tion to his Senate bill No. 796, relative to the leasing of water :from 
Government irrigation projects, asking him the status of same. I am 
now in receipt of reply, in which. b-e advises that same passed the 
Senate and has been favorably reported by the committee in the Rouse. 

I am much interested· in this bill, for the following reasons : Last year 
we put in a saw and planing mill plant 1-h-- miles north o:f Pablo, on the 
Flathead Branch. As water had been obtained at many points in the 
vicinity of the place where. we located the mill, we took it for granted 
that we would' be able to secure water there. However, after sinking 
between 350 and 44}0 f'eet we were never able to get enough water to 
anywher·e. near keep our boiler supplied. It has cost thousands of dol
llu·s with no result at all. The Government ditch is only a few hundred 
yards from us, and 1 inch of water from this would save us around 
. 400 or 500 per month, as we have to haul practically all watQ.I' used 
at our mill in tanks by team from other sources of supply. 

I wish you would look over this bill carefully and if you see no ob
jections in the bill I would be glad, indeed, if you would give your sup
port and try and urge its passage as soon as possible. It would cet•
tainly be a great relief to us if we could• buy from the Government a 
small amount of water and pipe same to our mill. 

Th:mking you in ad~ance .. and with kind personal regards, I remain, 
Very respectfully, -

W. R~ SJ.u:AI>, President. 

- Now, there is a concrete instance where, if the Government 
could sell that water to a man who wanted to run a sawmill 
on his own project, it could save individuals considerable 
money. They could recoup the funds of the irrigation project 
to that extent. . 

1\lr. M:ONDELL. Mr. Speaker, 'vill the gentleman yield? 
Ur. EVM'S of Montana. Yes. 
1\fr. l\lO~"DELL. The gentleman has- used the word "sell." 

N()body owns the water in that section of the country~ I sim
ply call attention to the use of the word because of the fact 
that people get an erroneous idea of what is done. This is not 
a sale of water, as my friend knows. It is a provision under 
which water can be used for a specific- purpose. 

1\fr. EVANS of 1\lontanw. It is a sale of the use of the water. 
Nobody owns water in that section of the country. Under 
what is called a "usufruct" of the water you have the right 
to use it for a beneficial purpo e if it is not needed for the pur~ 
po e of irrigation. Nobody owns absolutely the water in our 
country, but he owns the right to use it lmder certain condi
tions. The Secretary of the Interior controls that water. The 
owner of a factory wants it for a particular purpose. The Sec
retary says, " No ; you can not use it for an alfalfa mill, or a 
sugar factory, or a sawmill, or an engine." This bill is for 
the purpose of allowing the Secret·ary to let those people have 
water under conditions when we have- a surplus of water run
ning into the sea, and it provides that it can be done not only. 
with the consent of the Secretary of the Interior, but with the 

consent of the' peopfe who own the land surrounding it, and tlie 
funds accruing therefrom shall go· into the funds of that par
ticular irrigation project 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen
tleman from California [Mr. RAKER]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California is recog:
nized for five minutes. 

1\fr; RAKER. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, this 
bill was before the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands two 
years ago. The Senate passed the same bill then· as it lias passeu ; 
this time. The House committee then placed on the bill the 
amendments that are on this bill at the present time. The first 
will be found commencing with line 8 of page 1, and the second 
amendment on line 7 of page 2. Without those· amendments" the 
bill would be extremely dangerous. It borders on danger now, 
but I believe the amendments will protect it. 

Mr: MADDEN. 1\Ir. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RAKER. In a moment. It is all right, but this will 

give the Secretary of the Interior power to dispose of· hydro
electric energy, use it on irrigation projects, which ia a right 
that should not be given· to any man without the consent of the 
water users who have the interest in it. It is important, but I 
believe it has been provided for by this amendment t'o the end 
that the water users 'viii not consent unless they secure u fui~ 
and reasonable consideration fru· that use. The right in. the 
Government in each one of these instanc.es is identical with 
the· private appropriator. 

Mr. KINKAID. Will tfie gentleman yield r-
1\f'r. RAKER. Gertainly. 
M:r. KINKAID. Does not the gentleman from Califor.nia con

sider that this protects the rights of the water users, that their 
rights are safeguarded· by this amendment, and that there is no 
loophole left open whereby the privilege granted may be abused.? 

1\fr. RAKER. I think that is so. 
Mr. KINKAID. Is it not made as safe aud secure as legisla

tion can make it? 
Mr. RAKER. r think it is, because it will. not only protect 

the water users but the right to dispose of the hydroelectric 
energy, as well as any surplus water~ The hydroelectric energy 
of the Roosevelt Dam was sufficient to pay the whole cost of the 
dam. Had that been given away, the whole value would have 
been given away. Not only in regard tO' that, but the sman 
factory or any other enterprise which should be developed 
ought to pay a reasonable cost for the use of the water, and it 
should· not be granted unless the water users are satisfied 
with it. 

Mr. KINKAID. Does· not the gentleman from California be:. 
lieve that the amendment sought by this bill is greatly in the 
interest of all the water users, and because of the community of 
interests existing between them and every local industry that 
might seek to secure water under the provisions of the bill? 

Mr. RAKER. Yes. 
Mr. KINKAID. There is such an interdependence and com

munity of interests of all the users of water and industiies and 
agents with which they deal. 

Mr. RAKER. When the Secretary presents the matter 
whether water should be authorized to be used for hydroelec
tric energy or for a mill or any enterprise or any other purpose, 
it will be submitted to the vote of the irxigationists in that <lis
trict and they will have an opportunity to canvass the entire 
matter and see that their interests ru·e protected and that there 
is a reasonable and fair return paid for the use of the water 
that belongs to their enterprise. 

l\lr. MADDEN. \Vill the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. RAKER. Yes. 
;1\Ir. 1\IADDEN. If they used the water for the development 

of hydroelectric energy, it would not destroy the water? 
Mr. RAKER. No ; but some of these project-s might develop 

hydroelectric power that would justify and pay the original 
cost. The people of that project have paid for it. 

Mr. MADDEN. But they would not waste the water; they 
do not drink the water. 

Mr. RAKER. Ordinarily not. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from California 

has expired. 
Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 

Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 
Mr. MANN of illinois. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 

Massachusetts has yielded me time, although I am not opposed 
to the bill. If anybody is opposed to the bill and wants the 
time, I am willing to yield. I '-vould like to get a little infol'ma
tion about the form of the bill which provides that the Secre
tary may make a contract with some one else, to be approved by 
the water users' association, and then provides that no water 
shall be furnished for uses aforesaid if the delivery of such 
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water shall be detrimental to the water service for such irriga
tion projeCts. Is that a limitation, or a condition, or a direc-
tion? _ 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I think it is all three. 
Mr. MANN of Illinois. Is it a limitation on the Secretary or a 

direction to the Secretary? 
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I think it is an authority and a 

direction to the Secretary and also a limitation. He is author
ized, upon condition that, first, he has the approval of the water 
users; second, that there is no other source of supply; third, that 
the proceeds sha:U go to the project, to enter into contracts to 
supply water for other purposes than irrigation, limited, how
ever, by the proViso that no water shall be furnished for the 
uses " other than irrigation " if the delivery of such water 
shall be detrimental to the water service for such irrigation 
project. 

l\Ir. MANN of illinois. Does it limit his authority so that if 
he makes a contract contrary to this provision the contract is 
illegal, or is it a mere direction to the Secretary to be careful 
and not make such a contract? 

l\Ir. TAYLOR of Colorado. I think the- Secretary is given a 
certain and limited and specific authority and directed as to 
how and upon what conditions he can exercise it, and he can 
not have any more authority or discretion than the law gives 
him, and if he exceeds the plain limitations of the law I think 
his contract to that extent would be illegal. 

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Let us get at this question. There 
are few, if any, reclamation projects where all the land subject 
to irrigation is now being irrigated. Is not that correct? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Yes, sir; some of the land is very 
rough. 

l\lr. MANN of illinois. Here comes a proposition at one of 
these places to put up a sawmill or a cheese factory, or some 
other manufacturing institution which is desirable to be lo
cated there. The Secretary makes a contract and it is approved 
by the water users' association. Subsequently, when all the land 
is being irrigated, it is discovered that there is not water 
enough. Is this contract that has been made illegal? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. My understanding of the bill and 
the report of the Interior Department is that whatever water is 

·allowed to be used by this bill could not be so contracted or 
used as to be detrimental to the use of the water for irrigation 
purposes at all. Everyone would have to contract with the 
Secretary and also with the water users in the light of their 
authority under this law. Possibly the water users might be 
estopped from repudiating their own unauthorized contract. 
But there is very little likelihood of that condition arising. 
Contracts issued under this law will have to be subject to this 
law, and everyone must know that they can not interfere with 
necessary irrigation. 

Mr. MANN of Illinois. How does the gentleman mean by not 
interfering with irrigation-that it can be used and then 
turned into the irrigating ditch and be used for irrigation? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Yes. The water can often be 
used for power or some other beneficial use and then returned 
to the stream or canal and used for irrigation again. 

Mr. WELLING. If the gentleman will yield? 
Mr. 1\iAl\TN of Illinois. I yield. 

- Mr. WELLING. I have in mind an irrigating project where 
there is a sugar factory that needs 8 second-feet of water dur
ing the whole part of October, November, December, and per
haps until the 15th of January. Now, the water that is stored 
there under the reclamation project is not of one earthly bit ·of 
good for irrigation purposes during that particular season of 
the year. It does not take anything away from the water for 
irrigation purposes to use it for the sugar factory; but unless 
the Secretary has the authority lawfully to divert 8 second-feet 
of water for the use of this sugar factory, it can not operate in 
that territory. 

Mr. :MANN of Illinois. I understand; and that is the reason 
why I am in favor of the bill. But supposing the water is 
used at a time when it does affect irrigation, then what is the 
legal effect of this provision of the bill? 

Mr. WELLING. So far as the sugar factory is concerned, 
its use for the purposes of the factory could not interfere with 
the use of the water for irrigation, because the sugar factory 
does not begin until after the irrigation season is over. I am 
not able to answer the gentleman with reference to the legal 
effect if water is used in July or August. · 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I will try to answer ihe gentle
man's question. It says here-

That the Secretary of the Interior in connection with the -operations 
under tbe reclamation law is hereby authorized to enter into contract 
to supply water from any project irrigation system for other purposes 
than irrigation upon such conditions of delivery, use, and payment as 
he may deem proper. 

And then it provides that no such contract shall be entered 
int0 except upon a showing that there is no other practical 
source of water. · 

Mr. KINKAID. That is covered by the next proviso. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
1\fr. WALSH. I yield to the gentleman one minute. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. The proviso says: 
That no water shall be furnished for the uses aforesaid if the delivery 

of sut!h water shall be detrimental to the water service for such irriga
tion projects or to the rights of any prior appropriator. 

In other words, they shall not give a man any water if the 
delivery of it is detrimental to the water service for such in·iga. 
tion project. . , 

Mr. MANN of Illinois. But suppose they have given it to 
him, and then it is shown that it is detrimental, what will be 
the effect 1 . 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. The irrigation rights would come 
in and take it away. They have a proviso right in the State law. 

l\1r. MANN of Illinois. Does the gentleman think then that 
if after the contract is made it is shown that there is not 
water enough for irrigation purposes, they can take the water ,... 
away from the man who has built a factory, on the understand
ing that he is to have the water? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. A man can not have the under
standing that he can nave the water if it is needed for irriga-. 
tion. Under this law he can not in good faith get any such con
tract, and if be did I think any water user under the project 
could obtain an injunction to prevent both the Secretary of 
the !nterior and that man from using any of the water in any 
way that would interfere with irrigation rights, be in viola
tion of this law. 

Mr. MANN of Illinois. The gentleman from Wyoming saiu 
these were irrevocable and forever. I can not tell from the 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I am -opposed to the measure. 
possibly because I do not understand the irrigation system of 
the country, but I doubt whether we should repose authority 
in the Secretary of the Interior, under whose jurisdiction the 
irrigation and reclamation projects have been placed, and then 
say that when he is administering the affairs of this great 
project he must administer them in a way that certain water 
users dictate. That is what we are doing in this legisla
tion. 

[At this point Mr. CLARK of Missouri entered the Hall anu 
was greeted with 'applause.] • 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, lest this tremendous outburst of 
enthusiasm should appear in the RECORD as an expression of 
approval of the remarks I have made, I desire to note that the 
distinguished gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] is back 
from Elba and: that the applause is by way of a greeting to him. 

Mr. BLANTON. And in recognition- of the Democratic vic
tory out there, and if the gentleman from Massachusetts [Yr. 
WALsH] needs any water to enable him to swallow that bitter 
pill, somebody ought to get him a glass. 

Mr. \V ALSH. Let it also appear that the incident could not 
pass without the gentleman from Texas butting into the 
RECORD. 

1\Ir. Speaker, I woulQ. like further to say that I doubt the 
propriety of our embarking upon a program which will permit 
water for reclamation purposes to be diverted under contract, 
stored in reservoirs for sugar factories, alfalfa mills, rail
roads, and other purposes. It will be done under contract, an(l 
after that has been done under contract approved by the water 
users, when they have a large quantity of water stored in 
their reservoir6 if dry times come among the water users I do 
not believe that they can go and take that water away from 
the people who are entitled to it under the contract, and I 
believe it will result in establishing a precedent whereby these 
irrigation systems on these reclamation projects will be used 
for purposes much beyond the scope and intent of the original 
legislation. - · 

They say now that some of the locomotives on the railroads 
passing through these projects sometimes run out of water, anll 
they want this irrigation system so utilized that they can fm;-nish 
water to the railroads. If that be the case, the railroads ought 
to be able to establish their own water stations and they ought 
not to be permitted to build reservoirs and store quantities of 
this water under contract between the department and them
selves, with the approval of the water users, and keep it there 
all of the time, because a drought may occur, or something -may 
happen to the system, and the water users will be deprived ot 
the use of the water, because it will be in a reservoir of the rail
road under a contract entered into and there would be no way 
of recovering it. I submit that 1t will be turning this system 

' 
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of reclamation · projects and the water supply for it into co~
mercial purposes. A lot of these promoters will go out there 
with beautifully illustrated literattii·e-and while the gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. TAYLOR] and· the gentleman from· Idaho 
[Mr. SMITH] smile rather audibly, I know that those promoters 
wan<ler at large through the States of tho ·e gentlemen; and if 
they find it is easy to make contracts to get this water under this 
legislation, you will finu that it will be used to encourage the 
establishment of all sorts of industrial enterprises which from 
the natural lack of water would never be thought of, and that the 
reclamation project will become a secondary consideration. 

'That is my objection to the measure, despite the persuasiYe argu
ments of the gentlemen who know very much more about it than 
I . do. I believe we are establishing a dangerous precedent 
here, and that we ought not to permit these contracts to be 
entered into whereby this water may be so diverte<l. 

Mr. :MADDEN. Mr. Speaker; will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. 'V ALSH. Yes. 
Mr. MADDEN. I was intere too in the gentleman's state

ment to the effect that he objected to th~ water being stored 
in reservoirs, particularly if a dry time should come-that there 
might be difficulty. I think it might be well enough to call the 
attention of the gentleman to the fact that the dry time is here 
an<l everybody is on the water wagon. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WALSH. The gentleman does not advance that seriously 
as an argument in favor of this legislation? 

Mr. UONDELL. Is not that quite as serious an argument as 
the gentleman from Massachusetts has been advancing? 

1\Ir. WALSH. Ob, the gentleman is now entering the fielu of 
comparison, and he knows what the scholar says with respect 
to comparisons. 

Mr. BAER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. w· A.LSH. I yield to the reclamation expert from the 

Dakotas. . 
1\ir. BAER. I think the gentleman's argument good in re

spect to the reservoir. Take a proposition where farmers get 
their water supply from the melting snow on the mountains. 
Suppose some commercial enterprise comes in and exhausts the 
water in the reservoirs before the spring plapting comes on. 
The gentleman from Colorado says they would have to obtain 
an injunction in order to stop commercial users from using the 
water. The gentleman from Massachusetts is an able lawyer 
and he knows how long it takes to get injunction proceedings. 
The gentleman knows how it delays matters. They would ex
haust all of the water in the reservoir, and the farmers would 
not have- any supply for .agriculture. 

Mr. WALSH. Yes; or it might evaporate. 
Afr. BLANTON. 1\fr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. WALSH. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. I wanted to see if the gentleman from 

l\Ias. achusetts will permit the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CLARK] to tell the House what the people of Missouri think 
about Republican rule in Congress? 

Mr. WALSH. Yes; I would be very glad to ha\e him tell the 
House, but I notice that be probably anticipated the request, 
for he has <lisappeared. [Laughter.] Mr. Speaker, for the 
reasons I have given, including the few side remarks that have 
been injected by gentlemen who are so enthusiastic about di
vei'ting the great Federal reclamatiQn projects and irrigation 

' systems to commercial interests, I am opposed to the proposed 
bill. 

l\fr. EVANS of Neva<la. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

l\Ir. WALSH. Yes. 
l\!r. EVANS of Nevada. Does the gentleman feel that there 

need be any alarm in view of the provision that if the delivery 
of the 'Yater shall be detrimental to the Water Service--

Mt•. WALSH. Oh, the water may have been delivered long 
before the urgent need for it arises. Hundreds of tlwusands of 
gallons of water may have been delivered to some commercial 
enterprise, and later something may happen to . the system. 
Then they can not get the water back. 

Mr. EVAN'S of NeYada. The gentleman realizes that it comes 
under the Secretary of the Interior? 

~Ir. WALSH. Yes; if the water users approve it. The very 
men ~vho are interested in this project may be the water users, 
an<l they will be the ones to bring the pressure to bear upon the 
Secret.ary · to enter into this contract. I hope the bill will not 
pass. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's time bas expired. _ All 
time has expired. The _question is on the motion of the gentle
man from Colorado to suspend the rules and pass the amended 
bill. 

The question was taken. 
Mr. 'VALSH. Division, lli. Speaker. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
ayes were 62, the noes 9. · 

Mr . . ~ALSH. Mr. Speaker, I think on such an important 
question a1:1 this-l\Ir. Speaker, I do not dare to make the point. 

So, two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were 
suspended and the bill was passed. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill H. R. 406, to which unanimous consent" was not given 
this morning for consideration, be placed at the bottom of the 
Unanimous Consent Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani
mous consent- that the bill referred to be permitted to remain at 
the bottom of the Unanimous Consent Calendar. Is there objec
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair· bE:)a.rs none. 

Mr. BLANTON. 1\Ir. Speaker, a point of order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. . 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the timid gentle

man from Massachusetts [Mr. 'V ALSH] I would like to make 
the point of order of no quorum right now. 
, The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas makes the point 
of order of no quorum present. 

ADJO"GBXMENT. 

Afr. l\IONDELL. l\Ir. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjou,rn. 

The motion was agreed to; accoruingly (at 4 o'clock and G3 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet to-morrow, Tues
day, February 17, 1920, at 12 o'clock noon. 

EXECUTI\E COJUMUNICATIO~S, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rnle XXIV, a letter from the Chief of 
Bureau of Efficiency, transmitting report on the Federal GoYern
m~nt's activities in the promotion of foreign commerce (H. Doc. 
No. 650), was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

HEPOH.TS OF CO~ll\fiTTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS A.:ND 
UESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, . 
l\fr. GRAHMI of Illinois, frem the Committee on Expendi

tures in the 'Var Department, submitted a report (No. 637) on 
expenditures in the 'Var Department-aviation, which ·aid 
report 'vas referred to the House Calendar and ordered printed 
with illustration. 

HEl'ORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PHIYATr~ BILLS .\..~D 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Un<ler clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. BEE, from the Committee on . Claims, to which wa ~ rP.

ferred the bill (H. H.. 12333) for the relief of Albert T. Hu o, 
reported the arne witJ10ut amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 6.36), which said bill and report were referrell to the Printte 
Calen<lar. 

CHANGE OF REFERE~CE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on l\lilitary 
Affair was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R 
12425) for the relief of Orlando Ducker, major and surgeon in 
the War with Spain, and the same was referred to the Committee _ 
on Claim~. · 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, A . .t.,D l\11<;:\IORIALS. 

Un<ler clause 3 of Rule L""\:II, bills, re olutions and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12556) limiting the 
number of p~ges of ne\Yspapers, magazines, and other periotlicals 
entitled to transmission in the mails as second-class matter; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Road . 

Also, a bill (H: n. 12557) to prohibit the export of wood pulp 
and-Print paper· for the period of one rear; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Forei...,.n Commerce. 

By Mr. MICHENER: A bill" (H. H. 125~) a uthorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate to the village of Mancbe ter, 'Va llte
naw County, Mich., one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. · 
. By Mr. BRITTEN: Joint resolution (H. J. R~ : 293) calling 
attention to a violation of the 1\lonroe doctrine; to the Com
mittee on For.eign Affairs. . 

By the SPEAKER: l\lemorial of the Senate of the Common
wealth of Massachusetts, urging the. President of the United 
States to defer the propo!;led sale of the ship of tho German 
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mell'chant fleet taken by the United States during the late war; 
to. the Committee on th~ Merchant Marine- and Fisheries. 
. Also, memo.rial of the Legislature of the State of South Caro

l lina, regarding the Armenian situation; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

B.y Mr. DOMINICK ~ rsrexoorfa1 o.f the Legislature of the 
State of Sonth Crurolina, regarding the Armenian situation: to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Memorial of the Senate of the CollilllQn· 
wealth of · Massachusetts, urging the President of the United 
·states to defer the proposed sale of the ships of the- German 
m-etrchant fleet "taken by the United States during the late war; 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. TAGUE: Memorial of the Senate of the Common
:wealth of Massachusetts, urging the President of the United 
States to defer the proposed sale of the ships of the· German 
merchant fleet taken by the United States. during the late wa:t; to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fishel'ies. 

1581. Also, petition of 89 residents of the District of Colum
bia, opposing sale_ of · tbe 30 former German ships, etc. ; to the 
Committee on the :Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

1582. By 1\I.r. BABKA: Petition of Federal Empluyees' Union 
No. 73, Cleveland, Ohio, favoring higher pay for Steamboat
Inspection Service; to the Committee on RefoJ;m in the Civil 
Service 

1583.._ By Mr. BURROUGHS~ Petition -of Benjamin W. Groce, 
secretary LocaT Union No. 1147, United Textile Workers ot 
America, in opposition to the spreading of propaganda in:- . 
tended to destroy the existing form of our Government; to the. 
Cop1mittee on the Judiciary. 

1584. · By Mr. FESS: Petition of Ohio Woman Suffrage Asso
clation ·against universal military service and training; to- the: 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

1585. By Mr. FULLER of lllinois: Petition of sundry citizens 
of the State of Illinois, protesting against the sale of the Ger
man ships~ to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish
eries. 

1586. By Mr. GA.LLIV AN: Petition O:\ the customs employees 
PRIVATE . BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. of Massachusetts, urging the passage of House- bill 12046; to 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions the- Committee on Appropriations. 
:were introduced and severally referred as follows:. . 1587. Also, petition of the Boston Chamber of Comme~·ce, op-

By Mr. BEGG: A bill (H. R. 12559) granting an increase of: posing the Gronna bill, etc.; to. the Committee- on .Agricultur~
pension to- Eugene B. Dwight;. to the Co-mmittee on Invalid - 1588. Also, petition of 300 citizens of Massachusetts, protest 
:Pensions. ing against the sale of the former G.erman ships and also for 

By Mr. BLAND of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 12560) granting a an investigation, etc.; to the Committee on the Merchant Ma-
pension to Willie Lee; to the -Committee on Pensions. rine and Fisheries. · ' . 

By Mr. CA.NTRILL: A bill (H. R. 12561) granting a pension 1589. By Mr. MAHER: Petition of American Association of 
to Margaret Smallwood; to the Committee on Invalid .Pensions. Engineers in support o:f the Keating Comm.Lssion; to the Com

Also, a bill (H. R. 12562) granting a pension to James Baker; mittee on Re-form in the Civil Service. 
to the Committee on Pensions. 1590. Also, petition of Three hundred and seventh Infantry 

By Mr. CASEY: A bill (H. n. 12563) to place the name of Post of the American Legion, favoring universal military train
Jedediah C. Paine upon the unlimited retired lis.t of the Army~ ing~ to the Committee ori Military Affairs. 
to the- Committee on Military Affairs. 1591. By Mr. MOORE of Ohio-: Petition of Federal Em-

By Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri: A bill (H._ R. 12564) ployees' Union, No. 73, Cleveland, OhiD, favoring higher pay for 
granting an increase of pension to James ,V. Titus; to the Com- Steamboat-Inspection Service; to- the Committee- on Re-form iu 
mittee on Pensions. the Civil -Service. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H~ R. 12565) granting an increase 1592. By Mr. o•CONNELL:. Petition of Twenty Year Club, 
of pension to William J. Givens;. to the Committee on Pensions. ·watervliet Arsenal. N.Y., urging support of the Army pay bill~ 

By Mr. KEARNS: A bill (H. R. 12566) granting an increase to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
of pension to James E.. Wilson; to the Committee on Pensions. 1593. Also, petition of American Association of Engineers in 

By Mr. KELLEY of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 12567) granting support of th~ Keating Commission.; to the Committee on Re
a pension to Charlotte F. Perrin~ to the Committee on Invalid form in the Civil Service. · 
Pensions. ' 15..94. Also1 petition of Three hundred and se"-enth Infantry 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 12568) granting a pension Post of the Americ-an Legion, favor-ing universal military train~ 
to Lennie Ann Shunk ; to- the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . ing; to the Committee on Military Affail·s. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 12569) granting an increase 1595. Also, petition of sundry c-itizens of th-e State of New 
of pension to Clara A. Collins; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- York_

1 
protesting against the sale of the Ge-rman ships; to the 

sions. Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12570) granting a pension to Robert GaJ<d- 1596. By Mr. RANDALL of California: Petition of' 150 

ner; -co the Committee on InvaL.d Pensions. · members of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Long 
By Mr. McANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 125-71) granting an in- Beach, Calif., urging the passage- of th~ Sims bill relative to 

crease of pension to William J. Degnan; to the Committee · on gambling, etc. ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Pensions. Commerce. 

By Mr. SANDERS of :rndiana: A bill (H. R. 12572) granting 1597. By Mr. SIEGEL: Petition of the Rotary Club- of New 
a pension to Mary Long; to the Committee on Pensions. · York City in regard to pay of customhouse employees in the 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R..12573) granting a pen- · city of New York; to the Committee on Appropriations. 
sion to Rufus Dewitt; to the Committee on Pensions. 1598. By Mr. Sl\llTH of Idaho: Petition of' sundry citizens 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee:- A bill (H. R. 12574) granting of Castleford, Idaho, urging the enactment of House bill 262; 
an increase of pension to Ali'!e Jewett; to the Committee on In- . to the Committee on -Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
valid Pensions. 1599. Also, petition. of Idaho State Federation of Labor, Po-

Also, a bill (H. R. 12575) granting an increase of pension to eatello, Idaho, opposing the Cummins and Esch bills; to tb.e 
Ruth Posey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. -

Also, a bill (H. R. 12576) granting a pension to Henry Gregg;, 1600. Also, petition of laborers of Idaho Falls,. Idaho, oppos-
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. fl s 331 Also, a bill (H. R. 12577) granting a pension to James Lyneh; ing House bill 430 and enate bill 7; to the Committee on 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. the Judiciary. 

PETITION~, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Hule X..,"{Il, petitions and papers were laid 
on tiJe Clerk's d·esk and· refex:red as follows: 

1579!. By the SPEAKER (by request)~ Petition of Worth
ington Ireland and 83 . others, opposed to the sale of the 30 
former German ships; to the Committee on the Merchant Ma-

~ ri:ne and FisherieS~ . 
1580. Also (b.Y requ-est), petition of the Manufacturers and 

Dealers' League of the City and State of New Yor~ opposing 
the enactment and enforcement of the eighteenth amendment to 
~he Constitution of the United States~ to the CollliOittee o.n the 
Judiciary. 

1601. By l\!r. TAGUE~ Petition of 9-2 citrnens of Boston,. 
Mass., protesting against th~ sale of the German ships take-n 
by the United States during the recent war·; to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. · 

1602. By 1\Ir. VAILE : Petition of American Legion, 1\farceUus. 
H. Chil~s Po-st, No. 41, Den er, Colo., urging- favorable action on 
the Jones-Raker bil!, providing relative rank for nurse.s; to th-e 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

1603. By :Mr. WINSLOW: Petition of 77' residents .ot _the 
fourth Massachusetts congressional district opposing the- sale 
of the former German ships by the Government ; to. the Com
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

1604. Also, petition of sundry citizens o.f Melville.,. Mass., 
favoring the enactment of the Sims bill (H. R. 262} ;- to tb.e 
Committee on Interstate and: Foreign Commerce. 

. 
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